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HTT7T TOT 1% TUTPPqf ( T8TT M4M-4 ^7T %$UcM ) ^RT %IT PT 3TTT&T 3ftl 3TfSHJr4dlt( 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


(rfr.uT.dT. to ) 

M feR, 10 *JeTTt 2018 

eFT.3TT. 1081.—<NHpl4) sfk cbT^dlR 3TftRF7R[ (WT HR RT|r) <£ srfsrfWT, 1948 (1948 H5T 41) ^ HITT 2 ^ 
(Hi) ^ 3FJRHT R ^RTf^R 3TRRT I 

LfcIRSKI, ^ RWT ‘RTTcT ^ WT 3 3TRJcftR T15TO SFjRFT 3#RTE) fpUF 10 ^TT^, 2018 3 

USm RTfTJHTT sriWTt ^ cfk RT RftjdT 3TRT3T1 ^ ^ HTfspRT HRcft I I 

[R. ^-4330/07/2018] 
WRT RR, (cbT^dt) 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(C.P.V. DIVISION) 

New Delhi, the 10th July, 2018 

S.O. 1081. —Statutory Order in pursuance of clause (a) of the Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers 
(Oaths and Fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Ashutosh Dwivedi, Assistant 
Section Officer as Assistant Consular Officer in Embassy of India, Prague to perform the Consular services with effect 
from 10th July, 2018. 

[No. T-4330/07/2018] 
PRAKASH CHAND, Director (Consular) 

4059 GI/2018 (4589) 
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e wf*T e i>, TTfaJf^lEIEct rPSTT ^RTE beme 
eRtSPE f%ETE) 

E# 17^ETf, 2018 

EE.3JT. 1082 .— TR+R UdF^RI f%EfT f%?TE ERIE TEPTET arRlRdh, 1946 (1946 EE eRtRUTE WIT 25) 
3\ STTTT 6 % ETE EfeE STTTT 5 EESTTTT (1) FTTT EFE PTf%Eff EE WEI TEE fF EfTTFE TTEE ETEET 3ft eRejEET E. 
MISC-2018/CR-10/SPL-3(A) Rdi+ 17.03.2018 % ETSEF E ETE 4 ^eR E, ETTrftE FF eRRi ^ SETT 120-aft dtRd 
SETT 420, 1860 (1860 EE eRtReE WTT 45) EFT TjEET ElFflRr# eRiReE, 2000 SETT 66F(Tft) FT 66#T % ETnR 
RfR SKI ETft ETcRl STETtRt EE ETFT EEE E EETf EeRTE SEE ETEET E R§TEE: Fe; RRe ETFE: t|eF E|TT 
5lEF 3TEETTT, E+Hl, EfTTFE % ETE TRfTETF STpETST#! RR eR E EeRe EETTsff 3ft ETE ETE % Rf RfR R?TE 
1 jRrE TETEET % EFTET 3ft srfEET sfR STEtRRET EE EETE EETTFE EFE E RtETT ETTft | I 

[EE. E. 228/27/2018—tfMT-11] 

EE. R. ETT. RlHial", 3TEF EfEE 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS 
(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1082. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of State 
Government of Maharashtra issued vide Notification No.MISC-2018/CR-10/SPL-3(A), Dated 17.03.2018 hereby extends 
the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment in the whole of the State of 
Maharashtra, for investigation in respect of offences u/s 120-B r/w 420 of the India Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 
1860) and 66A (c) and 66D of Information Technology Act, 2000 in suspected cheating of people specifically one victim 
namely Sayed Jahoor Sayed Afsar, Akola, Maharashtra by an international gang by promising them huge lottery amounts 
and the matters related thereto. 

[F. No. 228/27/2018-AVD-II] 
S. P. R. TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

E§ Re=R 18 2018 

EE.3JT. 1082 .— %F ETEET FEFETTT RftR R§R TETEET eRReE, 1946 (1946 EE 3Tf!)R44 TTW 25) 
SETT 6 E ETE 4Rr| STITT 5 EESTTTT (1) SKI EFE hRfET EE EElE eR ^F RgiT Tp3E ETEET % ^ ReTE R 
STRl^Edl E. 8/TfRfRE#-80-05/2017 FE 1 fl-9676/EEET RdiE 11 ReET, 2017 E EESEE E ETE EfJhR E ETEftE EE 
EftET, 1860 (1860 EE eRtRee TT. 45) 3ft STITT 406/409/420/467/468/471 /1204)734 % sRiR ETE'TJT Elddl41 
(RRTETEMt) jRfE ETET E fR 1 ETEET TT 676/2017 f%EfE 26.09.2017; ETTrftE EE eReT, 1860 (1860 ET ERrREE E. 
45) 3ft STTTT409/420/467/468/471 /120-Rt % EeRe ETET #TE ETET if fR ETEET TT 539/2017 ReTE 30.08.2017; 
EUrfld FF eRet, 1860 (1860 EE eRtRee TT. 45) 3ft STITT 409/419/420/467/468/471/120-Rt/34 % EeRe ETEEJT 
ElddlRl 1 jRte ETET R fR ETEET E. 653/2017 RdiE 19.09.2017; EHrftE ee 4Rdl, 1860 (1860 EE ERlRdd E. 45) 
STTTT 409/419/420/467/468/471/120-Rt/34 % strufE ETWJT Etlddl41' FTET E ^ ETEET E. 660/2017 Rdi+ 
20.09.2017; ETTTffE FE Tff^FT, 1860 (1860 EE EflrREE TT. 45) 3ft STTTT 409/419/420/467/468/471/120-%34 % 
stTRfE ETEEJT dj)ddl41 'jRfE ETET TT F^ ETEET E. 662/2017 Rdi+ 21.09.2017; ETEflE FE 4'Rd1, 1860 (1860 EE 
STfslRdh E. 45) STTTT 409/419/420/467/468/471/120-^1/34 % 3t?RfF ETEEjr dEddl4t ^f%E ETET E F^ ETEET E. 
654/2017 Rete 19.09.2017; ETEftE FE Tff^ET, 1860 (1860 EE EfsrREE E. 45) 3ft STPE 
409/419/420/467/468/471/120-%34 % 3TE% ETEE/JT ElEET^t ^f%E ETET E F^ ETEET TT. 650/2017 f%ETE 
18.09.2017; ETTTftE FE Ttf|ET, 1860 (1860 EE EfsrREE E. 45) 3ft STTTT 409/420/467/468/471/1204t/34 % 3RT% 
ETEE'JT +'lddl41 ^RfE ETET E F^ ETEET E. 753/2017 f^ETEI 16.10.2001; E ; ETTTflE FE Tff^ET, 1860 (1860 EE 
ERrREE TT. 45) STTTT 409/419/420/467/468/471/12041734 % STETTE ETEE^T EEEEEft ^RfE ETET E F^ ETEET TT. 
658/2017 ReTET 20.09.2017 Ef ETEE'JT #T EtEE E ETETft tET ETET TT RRTET EE EEE EET EFEE ’jfEl arts/ atETE 
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EET d^'ElEI E EEf%E I EfE/EpSRT ETE % Pft prpt p#E ’JpET TEPETT % EER# ^T ePm!' sjp STETpER ET 
EE^r PfR TET E RfdK ET=fT |l 

[EE E. 228/07/2018-FcfPt-ll] 

eh. P. snr. PeP# shr Hf%H 


New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1983. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No.25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of State 
Government of Bihar, Home Department, issued vide Notification No.8/C.B.1-80-05/2017 HP-9676/Patna dated 
11.12.2017 hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the 
whole of the State of Bihar to investigate/supervise and inquire into the Bhagalpur Kotwali (Tilkamanjhi) P.S. Case 
No.676/2017, dated 26.09.2017 u/s 406/409/420/467/468/471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 
1860), Banka P.S. Case No.539/2017, dated 30.08.2017 u/s 420/409/467/468/471/120B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 
(Act No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur Kotwali P.S. Case No.653/2017, dated 19.09.2017 u/s 409/419/420/467/468/ 
471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur Kotwali P.S Case No.660/2017, dated 
20.09.2017 u/s 409/419/420/467/468/471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur 
Kotwali P.S Case No.662/2017, dated 21.09.2017 u/s 409/419/420/467/468/471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 
(Act No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur Kotwali P.S Case No.654/2017, dated 19.09.2017 u/s 409/419/420/467/468/ 
471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur Kotwali P.S Case No.650/2017, dated 
18.09.2017 u/s 409/420/419/467/468/471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur 
Kotwali P.S Case No.753/2017, dated 16.10.2017 u/s 409/420/467/468/471/120B/34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act 
No.45 of 1860), Bhagalpur Kotwali P.S Case No.658/2017 dated 20.09.2017, u/s 409/419/420/467/468/471/120B/34 of 
the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No.45 of 1860), which are related to illegal transfer and misuse of funds from 
Government Bank Accounts in Bhagalpur and Banka in fraudulent and conspiratorial manner. 

[F. No. 228/07/2018-AVD-II] 
S. P. R. TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

EipE#, I8^ni, 2018 

ET.aff. 1084 .— MP TRER, EE EpHT 1973 (1974 ET srPRqq #0 2) # STITT 24 EESTET (8) £RT 

EEH Hfrfpff ET WET ETH fE, sft RPsH ElEH, HpEEJT eT, stmfl 0062018FH0008, ERE# 0062018EH0009, ERE# 
0062018FH0010 3f)r ERE# 0062018XET0011 (EHTE ETT «Mlr4HI EHHI) WltT EFT P#E 1 JpTH EETEH 
(EPP 3R%EH Rp) ETEHt E -TI4M4, P HHEH fpH RTTHfP % TEST 3fp EEPP d^dh TI4M4 if, 

HE -H l-H"Tl H EUJE -H I -H °if # P EpP 3t «-=t M u l o^Tt P ER # EET SEPTET ET ’JHitSTHT ET TH# ddfip sftr TE% 

efjePe set -h i- ht1 et hhfte eP % Piu, P-^Rti P HrfPr if did wf P sttTst e Pm, et ethh et Petrt 
TIE, IE# H P P 1 J#R fr, PPl HIE eIPePe E TH H Pp+d EEp | I 


[EE E. 225/10/2018-TpPt-ll] 

TJH. P. 3TR. Pnitit, HER Ef%E 


New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1084.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Nikhil Goel, Advocate as Special Public 
Prosecutor for conducting Delhi Special Police Establishment(CBI) cases bearing numbers RC 0062018S0008, RC 
0062018S009, RC 0062018S0010 and RC 0062018S0011 (murder and rape case of Unnao) before the Hon’ble High 
Court of Judicature at Allahabad, its bench at Lucknow and also in the matters arising out of the said cases in the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court on behalf of CBI and appeals or revisions or other matters connected therewith or incidental thereto for a 
period of three years from the date of appointment or disposal of the cases, whichever is earlier. 

[F. No. 225/10/2018-AVD-II] 
S. P. R. TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 
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Rf PR^Tl, 18 i s, 2018 

TT.aR. 1085.—RTTE - , RR yfsh-41 1973 (1974 TT 3Tffe|fv)-M-H R0 2) # STTTT 24 # RRRET (8) RET 

RTR s|Pm’| TT WET TTR ft* T^R aEWR REE 3E%RE (%tt pR pn-Ml r^jr srf^l4MH, apflrff, (JRftSPEf ET 
SEE -H I -H "Tf TT Tm <=h<H % f~l" , Ro-41 RTf ETETHE, Es f^Eft R R<>'41 fEEE T jf%R TETRE (T^flE 3)<-^t|u| R[Tf) % 
f%TT RyPtf^d ETT (4) arl^Rm# TT, 1%f% # RTftE R iflE E? # STEfsr % f%E rt apip^- aWE flE rrr r Ef 
'*ft ^4rK |R, f%9TE EfT srfri 41 Jl ofi % RR if p)^=t-c| TEft ^ : — 

(i) ^ 3f R"1 il I 4 < 

(ii) ^TT^E^E 

(iii) sft TTEH JRE - 

(iv) ^ RRTE ERf 

[TT. 4. 225/22/2017-P^tfr-II] 


rr. T ft. snr. Rh iaT, stet Ef%E 


New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1085.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints the following four (4) Advocates, for a period of 
three years from the date of appointment or until further orders, whichever is earlier, as Special Public Prosecutor for the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment (CBI) in the Delhi High Court at New Delhi for conducting the prosecution, appeals, 
revisions or other matters arising out of the cases investigated by the CBI. 

(i) Shri Anil Grover 

(ii) ShriMridulJain 

(iii) Shri Rajesh Kumar 

(iv) Shri Prasanta Verma 

[F. No. 225/22/2017-AVD-II] 
S. P. R. TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 


'SH’mWi hirPI, TRT3TTJE Rck«i +r=im<< 

(vJM’hIxM *h*R Rrmi) 

(’HH.tfl'M ♦il'l'fi ®^£l) 

(<£lp^ TOT) 

^tf%, 8 pi, 2018 

TT.aE. 1086.—41 J 'fl4 RETT EfR (WET) RPRh, 1988 % RRdh (4) % JlRPE-lh (5) T SEJRET R REEftE 
RETT R^TT PRESET RfsPji%R TTTT f ^ f%TET 3RJT^ R f^TT RR f, Tf RTT^TR RRET f%R RTJ f> 

3T^ 

01-04-2016131-03-2017 RT RftfR f%tr rtt RT^TRt # 


TR R. 

ETtRRREET 

tsEE f?rsfr 

RT#f TT RTR EE RRT (TTEIETT) 

BM+ T sfl'ET 

arrf ttr r./ 

RTE/ETE/E'f 

1 

6400050596 

07042016 

R44I ",'J4 El 

XXI/171 TfttWRE’ftST 

^vEfErfEEJE 

BI4IE 441 RHI 

Piu 'R 

303:1989 
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_ jgg- 683 543 

6400051568 11.05.2016 flWT P gf^T 

TRFTTfr# 


683545 


6400051804 12.05.2016 


6400056511 01.08.2016 


6400056806 02.08.2016 


6400061605 09.09.2016 


6400061605 09092016 


6400061096 08.09.2016 


6400067811 22.11.2016 


’ft ’ft /V/136^ft, 136 


STsI^’ft# 
WTTTf 
'=b v ."ii- 670645 


’ft ^t ’ft 11 /556,4p=R- Pft, 

’P$iP "4t 

TTfSTTit# 

U<u||$H4 

’P.-'ii- 686 673 _ 

TTFirTTP# 4W 
WT# 4 XI/549-xr 


%TgT- 683 542 _ 

PppT ^4 TTOg- 

XI1/573 f,mWT 


^><."11- 683548 
3(l4t4l P^:=4 


mFTT’ft# 


683 549 
ttit tjtt 

VII/606TT 

fTTFT^R- 

4J-fl-4t ’ft 3t,iN.u|l $44 
%T4T- 683 565 
P TTOg- gf^T 

’ft’ftxn-191 ^tTT^ft^r 


%75T- 686673 


4141-4 y41441’ % 303:1989 

Pi u P^-s 


4141-4 y4"N4l % 
Ptt pcj^ 


4141-4 % 

PfTT pcj^ 


4141-4 44144)'% 

Pit P fg 


4141-4 441441 % 

Ptt 1 P^¥ 


4141-4 4 4l 4 H~T' % 
p u P^s 


4141-4 4 4l 4 4t % 
P U P'J S 


4141-4 4 4%4 4] % 

P 1 * P'J-S 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 
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6400068005 25.11.2016 


2 6400070404 26.12.2016 


3 6400070606 28.12.2016 




6400071305 13.01.2017 



6400072509 18.01.2017 



6400074412 16.02.2017 



6400074505 16.02.2017 


TRHT- 683 562 


'ft % 


+■'. "i i -683 545 


'ft ft- XVII-230, fit Tfrr 


Tfftrrt 


T-’t-i i- 670503 

'4FTTT ft ftl 


683553 


6400071709 13.01.2017 aimru 1 


frftr ix/io7i,io7iTr,io7iftt, 

3?THTT , ft ftr 


683556 


XII/165- WHET 

'ft # 


+<4- 683 556 
'ft tttti- 

fft 'ft XVI/681,682 'jft 
'fftrftft ft- # 


%T?r-683 547 
P^44 

IV/521,3TT^r Mpl4d 
rr^r sfr 


%TH-683 544 _ 

III/X537, 
rn? l ^4 'ft # 


%TET- 683 544 


4WRI % 

Pi u P^-s 


4141-4 y4N4l % 
fftrT pcj^ 


4WRT WDFTf % 
fftrT pcj^ 


4141-4 y4"N4l'% 

P U P ■J S 


4141-4 y4"N4l % 

PfTT 


4141-4 4 4"l4 ft % 
PpT 


4141-4 y4M4l'% 

P U P'J-S 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


303:1989 


4141-4 441-441 % 303:1989 

Pttt p 
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6400076509 16.03.2017 'H 41- 



6400070198 26.12.2016 


jggP- 691574 _ 

TTTT % did'>'4 

IV/60tt, 3RT^PTT PPd4 
I 'ft# 

TTWFT 

%T^IT- 686 663 



6400077814 30.03.2017 



6400071204 13.01.2016 


IV/693sdivMi sit 
3IFJ4T 


%T»T- 683105 


XI1/165- ^,44 Ml TOW 
$£l L Hld,&IMy I ^ # 


683 556 



6400075608 07.03.2017 



%7^T- 683 547 

6400068813 09.12.20156 

TP% iP-MI 1 
v . d S Hl4i, 



6400068914 09.12.2016 


6400073107 27.01.2017 


%T^T- 683 556 


P^TTT^TP^ 


XTTTCJTTf 

TTwr^m 

683556 

tttttttt 


ddiddi <+> 303:1989 

P U S 


Pi <1H R Mw 398:WT4 


SMId iHPd 


'TFRi 4T 7 ! 2 
4-kfl<£d 3fMM 
IHPd 


■d I•d =41 
11004t 

4><d % Pm ’ft 

<=bd"t 


2:1994 


694 : 2010 


*rfi% 


710:2010 


710:2010 


710:2010 


710:2010 


710:2010 


%T^IT- 683 565 
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6400070303 

26.12.2016 

^ y~ld4P 

fr ’ft 

U 

TRH-683 562 

TrftR tp c^,h 

710:2010 


6400062910 

26.09.2016 

UP UP HpdP 

VII/606TT 

fRKFpR 

+ v ,"ii- 683 565 

Rfl% u^p 

710:2010 


6400059812 

29.08.2016 

u,4<inp 

fsPilp p 'A < IV/829/tt 

4^1^, 

41" 4t 

*\ 

wfjrt 

%RT- 976632 

p%ir u^p 

710:2010 


6400057606 

04.08.2016 

RRl TTTFg cTl'^p 

9/771 dlfgfe<lf^<l 

41 ’Tl ^ 

U->U||$PP 
%THT-683 541 

p-f|p- lP <^^p 

710:2010 


6400058212 

09.08.2016 

VI1/132^ft & VI1/63 

PrQji'P 

TTf^yrr fr # 

11# 

%RT- 683 586 

P"%R t: RJRT 

710:2010 


6400052499 

26.05.2016 

*HR ^ 

Rft 6/318,% 

^PP^.,^^PI4 

UPPI^HP 

4kpi- 683 549 

p-fpr tp 

710:2010 


6400054810 

13.06.2016 

p p p 1 1 d 4"ipp r ttIrj Pi P d 4 
pp 

4'P-MIMd 

+uuj s < 

4> v ,pi- 670010 

Rf1% u^p 

710:2010 


6400055206 

11.07.2016 

4«.% 4)4 uu^ u^p 

3?R f[ 12/427 fM^ldlil 
^fhriRT 4t # 

TW^T 

INU|| $pp 

4kpi- 683 568 

U^P 

710:2010 



21.11.2016 

4/jfl 44 < P^-dP 

PRT 1 2,Pd4>l TTir srrf f 

PM lit, 

4>T£4P 

%RT- 686 502 


1180 RUT 1 

:2014 
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6400067710 21.11.2016 



6400065209 03.11.2016 



6400064409 17.10.2016 



6400060094 29.08.2016 




TttfFrfr# 

TTTnn^nr 

%t^t-682 305 


6400063609 04.10.2016 


fXRRT 


%RTT-671321 
ff'RTT 

IX/455 ft fxfrRT, 3TT^3TT ft RT 

%WT- 683553 


12/58, + l£44 4HMK ft RR 
f^RTPT 

%RT- 670643 _ 

%rft R=H-M fff%5TR fpR 


100 fftxT 11 

% ft CR 3fk RTR 

if RTfft wrt 

ffRRTWffdTUT 
dM'-hlP : W 1 
ifWtRR 

®XTR> ftf-FT 


RFTRX ftffr 


RRftf WR 

RRTR f 3RT 
(ftxrfKRRR) 
WW 1 P d, s % 


1180 TO 1 
:2014 


1659:2004 


1659:2004 


2202 : WT1 
: 1999 


3196 : WT1 



6400061399 09.09.2016 




afwFft 


%RTT- 683 573 


ft? *4468 Tlf^R Pf4id 
XRT t w 410,417/10 RT RT# 
ft it 
3#ft 


%RTT- 678621 


6400065807 08.11.2016 WT#R 

VI/577,RT 


%RTT- 678 622 


6400070505 22.04.2016 


fdl'dd Rif, 


fRTT-678 621 


ffRlERT: 5M 1 
- d"fs RRI 'M'f'l 
rptht ir 

STf^RRlT^R 

RRxrftRftfff 
Pi m, 5 41 i< h 141 

ft Si-Hr! | 

4I4M 

fTRTTrTR 

WRRrfffTT 


c m 4 >1 RRRT 
^Rld fffRfxR 

3?fc 

Pd _ 

d I ff Pd fk 
4141-4 


%f%TT c^HId 


44dH RRT 
XTR RRRR 


RrRXjR 

(RJRRTRTtR 


2830:2012 


3601:2006 


3829 :RTRl 
:1999 
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6400065908 08.11.2016 TTsT VET^s IjsHT HTsHT THPTcs 

VI/577,-h ivitti s 



6400070505 28.12.2016 



6400071099 06.01.2017 



6400077612 29.03.2017 



6400076711 15.03.2017 



6400077309 27.03.2017 


6400077410 28.03.2017 


pTHT- 678 622 




#(XVI/350tt) 


pTH-688541 


Pf'prnr 

Pth- 686 506 

fpHT HI PdT 
13/199 Pt ,hthi 

Pht- 680651 


’ft Pt HHT 127,PPtH TTH HlP 
HFJHT 

Pth-683101 


Pth-690 513 
’“.ftHHfP m'i41^4 
2/637 PPphhht 7 


s^-Hid P 4923:1997 

pPp-NHIr-HT 
y •fPi % Piu 


■PEsM s^-Hid % 4923:1997 

PpP-NHIHIP 

y 41 ■‘i % Pim, 


PtP huh HrPt Pt 

HT’jfP % P)u 
4Hrc( PMfPlH 


ppT HPH TTPt Pt 
% P'1 11 H|[ 
HHTHPMPftH 


PtH huh HrPt Pt 

StT’jfp % fpTT 
4Hrc| TFftppT 


PH vsi"t Pt SFT’jfP 
% fpXT fpRT 


PtTTfT 


PH ^1"t Pt HT’jfP 

% fpTT (prl 1 


4984 : 1995 


4984 : 1995 


4984 : 1995 


4985 : 2000 


4985 : 2000 



6400077511 29.03.2017 


6400070299 26.12.2016 



682 307 
’J’HPHT TT5HT 
’HTT HHT-89, 


%TH- 671124 
HHT pH PHT 
9/94 xt, Pwr 


PtTrfT _ 

PHHHptHTjPf 
P Ptu fpTT 


TftHTfH 


PHHHpt HFjfP 
P Pli* fpHT 


4985 : 2000 


4985 : 2000 
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64020068712 09.12.2016 


TTPTT 

f^TTT^Tr^, 


683556 



6400071406 13.01.2017 


XII/165- ft^lMl 94148 
+^1 LL I I 4,3-1149 I ’ft # 


683 556 



6400070707 02.01.2017 


8/1326,1 


=Kgfc4l 



6400076307 08.03.2017 


< =h<"i i - 695 310 


#14^23,24, &25 




%T^T- 683 556 

6400063710 04.10.2016 WP4TT nrpm: f%i 

11/457, TTTf ^ft^(w) 
W^fT’ft# 

f^r 

680 596 

6400066312 17.11.2016 f^rf 


%wft# 


+|g4l4 

4k4- 686 581 



6400057707 05.08.2016 


XXVIII/1242, 


ff ff 'i«(< 4269 


TFFTlt^T^mT 
%rw- 682 036 


6400077907 30.03.2017 fWror tft^TT xr^sRW 

ft ii2(i)ftm^Tf 3?rf ft’TTfr 


%T<T - 678621 


4i5pid % <idPNi 4990:2011 

=t>i4 % Pim 


<ld.R-t| w4 4990:2011 


% TTHffrr ^Pf 4990:2011 


% <ldR4 w4 4990:2011 


3W'Rl4l if 

h Rxf^nr ■Hi'S 


3i4tRi4i 

H R d fsTrT 'H l" 5 


5430:1981 


5430:1981 


sht'H HiH H-SR- 

9 141418 3T^TT 
fNWtaftfe 

%3F?T: STFT2*t 
3.3 %ft 
^jpfsffhr 4t#3f 

% f%rr gffr 33 % 

ft^rffir _ 

f%^rf f*«TFRf ft 
f^Hpl+IU '4W 
3f%^rffr£R‘ 

■H 14 iff ft ^ 

HTft Hpl + ll! 


7098: WT2 
4W :2011 


9537 : WT 3 
: 1983 
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6400078008 31.03.2017 



6400064712 24.10.2016 



6400066405 17.11.2016 



6400069108 15.12.2016 



6400060296 30.08.2016 



6400078109 31.03.2017 



6400063811 7.10.2016 



6400050899 27.04.2016 


6400052503 26.05.2016 


6400061403 08.09.2016 


13/649, ftftfte, 


673 631 

10/153, fWT#, 44I4> J .I 
(44T) #17# ft # 


fw- 673106 


f ft VII-1812 EXTU^ft, 
ft # 

frgTT- 691577 _ 

T/TT Sir '-ol I irt SsH-dTl 


frxT- 670741 


atlHT)4 


%77TT- 695102 


XV/133/ft, fft 

PT^fUT, 
fT<T- 680 028 


ftftfrr 127, 

tr fl'-H 

sirgn 

fET-683101 


IX/187-tt, ^T, 


T^TT- 676 523 
ff^nT3Tf7TfJ[rU"H 
VI/241 it fkf ft# 
U <u| |^HH 
f7 7 T-686664 
4.|4flH 3Tf7T44? 

4«k 235/2 


ff?TT f^'TTTff 

#rf%TTHPi4.iii 

TTW3ff^rr 

frspT ^rnrft ft 


TPPMimf 
ft f#T 4 Pi 41 u 
wistf^rr 
frsR ^Tfrrft ft 


ff4(r| fEMIM# 
fr^TTT^Pi^iu 

TTFlStf^rr 
frsR 4min ft 


■4FT3f#?Jrr 
ftSR-^THlft ft 
^7TTfMPl4lli 

ffq/r 

ftffrT 4 P 14 IU 
wisff^rr 
frSFT ^fTTfr ft 


(f#3T f T 

y i^.R 4> 'f+t h <h 

^Fff 3THE4T)- 
^4444 

(ff^r f? 
y ff 4 <h 
^Frf sprm)- 

/ffsr f? 


9537 : WT 3 
: 1983 


9537 : UW 3 
: 1983 


f f^fwrwf 9537 ; ^ 3 

*fSnr^™t :1983 

TTFl3ft^rr 

ttsr 4mifl ft 
^*TTfMPt4>IU 


9537 : TTW 3 
: 1983 


ffgpr fWPlff 9537 ; STP 7 3 


: 1983 


9537 : ?OT 3 
: 1983 


Tlfrf •4TT^fT 12701:1996 


14543:2004 


14543:2004 


14543:2004 
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6400064611 21.10.2016 



6400060906 05.09.2016 



6400070909 06.01.2017 



6400066506 17.11.2016 



64000068308 05.12.2016 



6400068409 05.12.2016 



6400069007 16.12.2016 


6400076206 08.03.2017 


Ft F4T 20/24 
i* 

673 639 _ 

+J-4-! 1^4)44 ftPt 

fafiffe 

f=i"^]*i 'T4T *ff ’ft: 1/86 tt, 


673 604 
3TfT iflF 
13/763 31+414 


682005 


nff'T3T 70/18,77/1 “hs s41 


689 621 


T^rt^t 540/1 -1-407, 

tft #, 


+* "1-689 698 

%Fft 

£ttft 51/1098, 

TTSz, 


+<"i- 695 019 
’^pTTTFT yM+d-H 

'T4T 4/2tt, (3?1"« '13*) 


VI1/479 (^W) ’ft%’CF\ 
ttft^ ftrf’ ft 
414 J I, 

INU||$44 
+ * 3- 683 580 

Wtw29l42 


14543:2004 


Rh<4 

3FTRT)- 

^FT 14543:2004 


ttH-M ^FT% 
3FTP4T)- 


44" ^FT 14543:2004 


H-M *3 33 % 

3FTP4T)- 

sp? FT ^JFT 14543:2004 


Pm *3 -3"i % 

ar^rm)- 


("4 =h-Jl 4”? 

yi4>R+ fa-HH 
^ft%3ffff)- 


y 141 R+ 'f+t h <h 
^FT%3FrFTT)- 


y 1 $'R + P 3 <3 
ft^sfiff)- 


14543:2004 


14543:2004 


14543:2004 


FT ^FT 14543:2004 

(4+3 FT 
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^41 LL P'4t ’ft 3Tl 

691537 

y fiFHn 

^FT%3THWT)- 


79 

6400075305 

01.03.2017 

441-Uhl $4 
ra^|^TXVIII/78, 
f^UTT ’ft ppr ’ft 

'UJijHi41 t wz 

Hfld+d 

671531 

yiflrlT H TH 
% 3THT4T)- 

14543:2004 

80 

6400077713 

30.03.2017 

4*1 i|i 3TfT4t4T yi|4d Pi ft) 4 d 

d? d=K : 4<=k 54/15 ’ft eft 

U'4ld 

TFTF'JTrr 
%TPT- 673 642 

y I'JiRt faddH 
^pt % sFrm)- 

14543:2004 

81 

6400067508 

20.11.2016 

dPu-H didtf y i|^d Pi fad 4 

1/41 ,XTTT ?ft RTddT 

THItTi 

IfafadTd 

%t^t- 678 622 

cHIdUflfid 41^4 
TTfPTWPT-Tt 

3TtT rftp 477pT 

4:Pl4 ETdT TFT 

41^4 f%TT 

15627:2005 


pT. VsTM TRWT f^TFl/l3:13] 
%. 4>R J 4<4, + ‘XT^J’ Ft TJW 

MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

(BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS) 

(KOCHI BRANCH) 

Kochi, the 8 th May, 2018 

S.O. 1086. —In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards, 
(Certification) Regulations, 1988, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of 
which are given in the following Schedule: 


SCHEDULE 


Licence granted during 01.04.2016 to 31.03.2017 


SL. 

No. 

LICENCE No 

GRAND 

DATE 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PARTY 
(FACTORY) 

TITLE OF THE 
STANDARD 

IS NO/PART/ 
SEC/YEAR 

1 

6400050596 

07.04.2016 

SUB AIDA & CO 

XXI/171-D,CHELAMATTOM P O 
KUNNATHUNADU TALUK 
ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683 543 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

2 

6400051598 

11.05.2016 

ROLEX PLY & BOARDS 

METHALA P.O 

ASAMANNOOR 

PERUMBAVOOR 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 
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ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683545 



3 

6400051804 

12.05.2016 

IDEAL WOOD INDUSTRIES 
PP/V/136B,136C KUNDALA, 
MANATHAVADY TALUK, 
ANCHUKUNNUP O 

WAYANAD 

KERALA- 670645 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

4 

6400056511 

01.08.2016 

GOLD WOOD INDUSTRIES 

PGP 11/556, GOLDEN VALLEY, 
PEZHACKAPILLY, PAIPRA P O 
ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 686 673 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

5 

6400056806 

02.08.2016 

RAMLA MATCH WORKS 

WARD NO. XI/549-A 
VATTAKKATTUPADY 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683542 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

6 

6400061504 

09.09.2016 

SHIFNA PLYWOOD AND BOARDS 
XII/573-E, RAYAMANGALAM, 
KUNNATHUNADU TALUK, 
ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683548 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

7 

6400061605 

09.09.2016 

AMINA PLYWOOD 

UDAYAKAVALA 

ODAKKALY 

METHALA P O 

PERUMBAVOOR 

KERALA- 683 549 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

8 

6400061096 

08.09.2016 

M.S. PLYWOODS 

VII/606A 

KUMARAPURAM 

VEMBILLY P.O 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683565 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

9 

6400067811 

22.11.2016 

HONEST PLY AND BOARDS 
PP-XIII-191B ESTATE HILLS 

PEZHAKKAPILLY P O 

MUV ATTUPUZHA 

ERANAKULAM 

KERALA-686673 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

10 

6400067912 

23.11.2016 

NEETHU WOOD PRODUCTS 

P.P. ROAD, 

PATTIMATTOM 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683562 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

11 

6400068005 

25.11.2016 

PREMIUM PLYWOODS 

III/54 C, PRALAYIKKADU 

THURUTHI P.O., 

KURUPPAMPADY 

THURUTHI 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683545 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

12 

6400070404 

26.12.2016 

AYSHA WOOD INDUSTRIES 
PP-XVII-230, HIGH SCHOOL ROAD, 
MUDIKKANAM 

PARIYARAM 

KANNUR 

KERALA - 670503 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 
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13 

6400070606 

28.12.2016 

KUTTY PLY 

CHIRAMOLAM, KANDANTHARA, 
ALLAPRA P.O, 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683553 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

14 

6400071709 

13.01.2017 

ASSAM PLY BOARDS 

VP IX/1071, 1071A ,107IB, 

ALLAPRA P.O. 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683556 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

15 

6400071305 

13.01.2017 

APOLLO PLYWOOD 

XII/165-G, VENGOLA PANCHYATH, 
KUTTIPADAM, 

ALLAPRA (P O) 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683 556 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

16 

6400072509 

18.01.2017 

MAKKARSON PLY BOARDS 

V P XVI/681,682, PULIYAMPILLY 
JUNCTION, 

PONJASSERY P O, 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683547 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

17 

6400074412 

16.02.2017 

GREENLAND PLYWOODS 

IV/521 OKKAL PANCHAYATH, 
EDAVOOR P.O. 

KOOVAPPADY 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683544 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

18 

6400074505 

16.02.2017 

KAISONS PLYWOODS 

III/X537, OKKAL PANCHAYATH 
EDAVOOR P.O 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683544 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

19 

6400076509 

16.03.2017 

SR PLYWOOD INDUSTRIES 
PULLUKUZHI,VELAMANOOR P O 
PARIPALLY 

KOLLAM 

KERALA- 691574 

plywood for 

general 

purposes 

303:1989 

20 

6400070198 

26.12.2016 

M K CABLES 

IV/60A, AN A V AD Y A BUILDING 
OORAMANA PO, RAMAMANGALAM 
ERANAKULAM 

KERALA- 686 663 

Aluminium 

Conductors For 
Overhead 

Trasmission 
Purpose S Part 

2 Aluminium 

Conductors 
Gavanized Steel 

Reinforsed 

IS 398 : Part 2 : 

1994 

21 

6400077814 

30.03.2017 

POWERCON TECHNOLOGIES 

IV/693D, EDATHALA 

ALUVA 

ERANAKULAM 

KERALA- 683 105 

Pvc Insulated 

Cables For 
Woking 

Voltages 

Uptoand 

Including 

IS 694 : 2010 
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22 

6400071204 

13.01.2017 

APOLLO PLYWOOD 

XII/165-G, VENGOLA PANCHYATH, 
KUTTIPADAM, 

ALLAPRA (P O) 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683 556 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

23 

6400075608 

07.03.2017 

MAMPILLY PLYWOOD INDUSTRIES 
1/303A.KUNNATHUNADU TALUK 
VAZAKKULAM 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683547 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

24 

6400068813 

09.12.2016 

ST. JOSEPH TIMBERS 

RUBBER PARK INDIA (P) LTD 

RUBBER PARK, 

IRAPURAM, MAZHUVANNOOR 

V AL A Y AN CHIR AN GAR A P.O., 
PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-683556 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

25 

6400068914 

09.12.2016 

MATHA PLYWOOD 

NEAR RUBBER PARK 

V AL A Y AN CHIR AG AR A PO 

NORTH MAZHUVANNOOR 
AIRAPURAM 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683556 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

26 

6400073107 

27.01.2017 

M.S BOARDS AND PANELS 
PARAKODE,VEMBILLY P O, 
ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683565 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

27 

6400070303 

26.12.2016 

NEETHU WOOD PRODUCTS 

P.P. ROAD, PATTIMATTOM, 
ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683562 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

28 

6400062910 

26.09.2016 

M.S. PLYWOODS 

VII/606A 

KUMARAPURAM 

VEMBILLY P.O. 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683565 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

29 

6400059812 

29.08.2016 

EVERGREEN PLYWOODS 
BLDG.NO.IV/829/A, 

VAZHAYOOR 

KARADPARAMBA P.O. 

MALAPPURAM 

KERALA-976632 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

30 

6400057606 

04.08.2016 

SHONE PLY & BOARDS 

9/771-C THAIKARACHIRA 

M.C. ROAD, 

PULLUVAZHY P.O 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-683541 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

31 

6400058212 

09.08.2016 

MIDLAND TIMBERS 

VII/132C & VII/63 

KARIMKUNNAM 

THODUPUZHA 

IDUKKI 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 
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KERALA-683586 



32 

6400052499 

26.05.2016 

SEVEN STAR PLYWOODS & BLOCK 
BOARDS 

A.P. 6/318J, ODAKALI, 

ASAMANNOOR 

KUNNATHUNADU 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683549 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

33 

6400054810 

13.06.2016 

SUNLIGHT BOARDS PRIVATE 

LIMITED 

MILL ROAD 

BALIAPATAM 

KANNUR 

KERALA-670010 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

34 

6400055206 

11.07.2016 

WESTERN DOORS & PLYWOODS 

RP 12/427D, V ATT AK ATTUP AD Y 
IRINGOLE P.O 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-683568 

Marine 

plywood 

IS 710 : 2010 

35 

6400067609 

21.11.2016 

UNIPOWER SYSTEMS 

NO. 12, SIDCO, MIE 

PAMPADY 

KOTTAYAM 

KERALA-686502 

Outdoor type 
three-phase 
distribution 
transformers up 
to and including 
100 kva 11 
kv:part 1 non- 
sealed type 

IS 1180 : Part 1 
: 2014 

36 

6400067710 

21.11.2016 

KERALA ELECTRICAL AND ALLIED 
ENGINEERING COMPANY LIMITED 
MAMALA P.O., 

ERNAKULAM 

KOCHI 

KERALA-682305 

Outdoor type 
three-phase 
distribution 
transformers up 
to and including 
100 kva 11 
kv:part 1 non- 
sealed type 

IS 1180 : Part 1 
: 2014 

37 

6400065209 

03.11.2016 

MONARCH PLYWOOD INDUSTRIES 
ANANTHAPURA 

KUMBLA 

KASARAGOD 

KERALA- 671321 

Block boards 

IS 1659 : 2004 

38 

6400064409 

17.10.2016 

THREE STAR PLYWOOD 

IX/455D VENGOLA 

ALLAPRA P.O 

KUNNATHUNADU 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683553 

Block boards 

IS 1659 : 2004 

39 

6400060094 

29.08.2016 

BEST PLYWOOD INDUSTRIES 

12/58 KOTTAYAM MALABAR P.O. 
KUTHUPARAMBA 

KANNUR 

KERALA- 670643 

Wooden flush 

door shutters 
(solid core 
type): part 1 
plywood face 
panels 

2202:Partl:1999 

40 

6400063609 

04.10.2016 

KAIRALI STRUCTURAL 

FABRICATION PRIVATE LIMITED 

34/1864.KALLIATH BUILDING, 

KOCHI 

MAMANGALAM 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-682025 

Welded low 

carbon steel 
cylinders 
exceeding 5 
litre water 
capacity for low 
pressure 

3196:part 

1:2013 
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liquefiable 
gases - part 1 : 
cylinders for 
liquefied 
petroleum gases 
(Ipg) 


41 

6400061399 

09.09.25016 

THIEH INGOTS PRIVATE LIMITED 

SY. NO.410, 417/10,NIDA PUDUSSERY 
KANJIKODE 

PALAKKAD 

KERALA- 678621 

Carbon steel 
cast billet 
ingots, billets, 
blooms and 

slabs for re¬ 
rolling into steel 
for general 
structural 

purposes. 

2830:2012 

42 

6400065807 

08.11.2016 

PIPEFIELD INDIA PVT LTD 

VI/577 MANNUKKAD 

ELAPPULLY 

PALAKKAD 

KERALA- 678622 

Steel tubes for 

mechanical and 
general 
engineering 
purposes 

3601:2006 

43 

6400050903 

22.04.2016 

PALAKKAD SURGICAL INDUSTRIES 

PVT. LTD 

PETRONET ROAD 

WISE PARK, KANJIKODE EAST 
KANJIKODE EAST 

PALAKKAD 

KERALA- 678621 

Horizontal 
cylindrical and 
horizontal 
rectangular 
steam 
sterilizers, 
pressure type 
(for hospital 
and 

pharmaceutical 

use) 

3829 : Part 1 : 

1999 

44 

6400065908 

08/11/2016 

PIPE FIELD INDIA PVT LTD 

VI/577 MANNUKKAD, 

ELAPPULLY 

PALAKKAD 

KERALA- 678622 

Hollow steel 

sections for 

structural use 

4923 : 1997 

45 

6400070505 

28/12/2016 

EMIRATES STEEL TUBES PVT LTDS 
IGC, PALLIPURAM P.O,(XVI/350A) 
CHERTHALA 

ALAPPUZHA 

KERALA-688541 

Hollow steel 

sections for 

structural use 

4923 : 1997 

46 

6400071099 

06/01/2017 

ST GEORGE INDUSTRIES 

NARIYANANI P O 

PONKUNNAM 

1/51CHIRAKAD AVU, 

KAN JIR APPALL Y, KAN JIR APPALL Y 
TALUK 

KOTTAYAM 

KERALA- 686506 

High density 
polyethylene 
pipes for 
potable water 
supplies 

4984 : 1995 

47 

6400077612 

29/03/2017 

SIVA PLASTICS 

13/199-C,MADAKKATHARA P.O., 
MANNUTHY 

THRISSUR 

KERALA 

680651 

High density 
polyethylene 
pipes for 
potable water 
supplies 

4984 : 1995 

48 

6400076711 

15/03/2017 

HYCOUNT MARKETING DIVISION 
HYCOUNT MOULDERS 

P.B.NO.127 TEMPLE ROAD, PART 
AVENUE, BANK JUNCTION 

High density 
polyethylene 
pipes for 
potable water 

4984 : 1995 
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ALUVA 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-683101 

supplies 


49 

6400077309 

27/03/2017 

K FOUR EXTRUSIONS INDIA 

PRIVATE LIMITED 

K4 BUILDING 

N AN GIARKUL AN GAR A P.O 

HARIPAD 

ALAPPUZHA 

KERALA- 690513 

Unplasticized 
pvc pipes for 
potable water 
supplies - 

4985 : 2000 

50 

6400077410 

28/03/2017 

SREELAKSHMI POLYMERS 

2/637B, KANAYANNUR TALUK 
ERNAKULAM DISTRICT 

KERALA - 682307 

Unplasticized 
pvc pipes for 
potable water 
supplies - 

4985 : 2000 

51 

6400077511 

29/03/2017 

POORNACHANDRA PIPES 

PLOT NO.89, KINFRA 

SEETHANGOLI 

KASARAGOD 

MAIPADY P.O 

KERALA- 671124 

Unplasticized 
pvc pipes for 
potable water 
supplies 

4985 : 2000 

52 

6400070299 

26.12.2016 

FLOW WELL PIPES 

9/94A, CHENNAMANGALAM, 
VADAKARA 

KOZHIKODE 

CHORODE P.O. 

KERALA- 673106 

Unplasticized 
pvc pipes for 
potable water 
supplies - 

4985 : 2000 

53 

6400068712 

09.12.2016 

MATHA PLYWOOD 

NEAR RUBBER PARK 

NORTH MAZHUVANNOOR 
AIRAPURAM 

V AL A Y AN CHIRAN GAR A PO 
PETRUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM DISTRICT 

KERALA - 683556 

high density 
polyethylene 
pipes for water 
supply 

4990:2011 

54 

6400071406 

13.01.2017 

APOLLO PLYWOOD 

XII/165-G, VENGOLA PANCHYATH, 
KUTTIPADAM, 

ALLAPRA (P O) 

PERUMBAVOOR 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA - 683 556 

high density 
polyethylene 
pipes for water 
supply 

4990:2011 

55 

6400070707 

02.01.2017 

VELPLEX INDUSTRIES 

8/1326 ELAKAMON, 

KIZHAKEPURAM P.O, 
CHIRAYINKEEZHU TALUK 

VARKALA 

THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 

KERALA- 695310 

high density 
polyethylene 
pipes for water 
supply 

4990:2011 

56 

6400076307 

08.03.2017 

NATIONAL PLYWOOD INDUSTRIES 
PLOT NO. 23, 24 & 25 RUBBER PARK, 
IRAPURAM 

V AL A Y AN CHIRAN GAR A 
ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-683556 

high density 
polyethylene 
pipes for water 
supply 

4990:2011 

57 

6400063710 

04.10.2016 

MALABAR LATEX (P) LTD 

11/457 M. G. KAVU (VIA) 

THANGALOOR P.O 

THRISSUR 

KERALA-680596 

Ammonia 

preserved 

Concentrated 

Natural Latex 

5430:1981 

58 

6400066312 

17.11.2016 

ALLEPPEY LATEX PVT.LTD 

Ammonia 

5430:1981 
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MANIYAMKULAM, 

CHENNADU P.0 

ERATTUPETTA 

KOTTAYAM 

KERALA- 686581 

preserved 

Concentrated 

Natural Latex 


59 

6400057707 

05.08.2016 

TRACO CABLE COMPANY LIMITED 
XXVIII/1242, KSHB OFFICE 

COMPLEX, P.B.NO. 4269 

ERNAKULAM 

PANAMPALLY NAGAR,. 

KERALA- 682036 

Cross linked 
polyethylene 
insulated pvc 
sheathed cables 
: part 2 for 
working 
voltages from 

3.3 kv upto and 
including 33kv 

7098:Part:2 

2011 

60 

6400077907 

30.03.2017 

PCON INDIA EXTRUSIONS 

D-l 12 (1) KINFRA IIT PARK 

PALAKKAD 

KANJIKKODE 

KERALA- 678621 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 
of insulating 
materials 

9537: part 

3:1983 

61 

6400078008 

31.03.2017 

KERALA PLASTIC INDUSTRIES 

13/649, B.C. ROAD, CHERUVANNUR 
KOZHIKODE 

FEROKE P.O. 

KERALA- 673631 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 
of insulating 
materials 

9537: part 

3:1983 

62 

6400064712 

24.10.2016 

ARJUN PIPES 

10/153, CHENNAMANGALAM, 
VADAKARA (VIA) 

CHORODE P.O. 

KOZHIKODE 

KERALA-673106 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 
of insulating 
materials 

9537: part 

3:1983 

63 

6400066405 

17.11.2016 

ASSOCIATED PIPE INDUSTRIES 

KP VII-1812 A & B 

MUKHATHALA 

ALUMMOODU P.O 

KOLLAM 

KERALA- 691577 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 
of insulating 
materials 

9537: part 

3:1983 

64 

6400069108 

15.12.2016 

EVEROPLAST INDUSTRIES 

CHAMBAD 

PATHIRIYAD PO 

KANNUR 

KERALA- 670741 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 
of insulating 
materials 

9537: part 

3:1983 

65 

6400060296 

30.08.2016 

HARISUNS INDUSTRIES 

HARISUNS PLAZA,ALAMCODE 
ATTINGAL 

KERALA-695102 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 

9537: part 

3:1983 
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66 

6400078109 

31.03.2017 

ARJUNA POLYMERS 

XV/133D, KURICHIKARA 

P. O., MADAKATHARA 

THRISSUR 

KERALA- 680028 

Conduits for 

electrical 

installations: 

Part 3 Rigid 
plain conduits 
of insulating 
materials 

9537: part 

3:1983 

67 

6400063811 

7.10.2016 

THE HYCOUNT MOULDERS 

P. B. NO. 127, TEMPLE ROAD, PARK 
AVENUE BANK JUNCTION 

ALUVA 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683101 

Rotational 

moulded 
polyethylene 
water storage 
tanks 

12701:1996 

68 

6400050899 

27.04.2016 

OASIS MINERALS 

IX/187 A, TUVVUR, 

MAMPUZHA 

KARUVARAKUNDU P.O. 

MALAPPURAM 

KERALA 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

69 

6400052503 

26.05.2016 

KINGS AQUA MINERALS 

VI/241 A, 

PIRAVOM P.O. 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA-686664 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

70 

6400061403 

08.09.2016 

KADAVIL AQUA TECH 

SURVEY NO.235/2. CHENNEERKARA 
P.O, THUMPAMON NORTH 

PATHANAMTHITTA 

KOZHENCHERY 

KERALA-689503 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

71 

6400064611 

21.10.2016 

GREEN DROPS 

SURVEY NO. 20/24, 

KEEZHUPARAMBA VILLAGE & P.O, 
ERNAD TALUK, 

MALAPPURAM 

KERALA-673639 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

72 

6400060906 

05.09.2016 

KAMBAR BUSINESS VENTURES 

PRIVATE LIMITED 

III/760B, KAMBAR HOUSE 
CHATHAMMUNDA, 

UPPADA P.O. 

MALAPPURAM 

KERALA-679334 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

73 

6400070909 

06.01.2017 

AQUAGREEN 

13/763 THAKYAVU ROAD 

KOCHI 

KARUVELIPADI 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA 

682005 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

74 

6400066506 

17.11.2016 

J.J.FOODS AND BEVERAGES 

SURVEY NO.70/18, 77/1 KADAPRA, 
NIRANAM P.O. 

THIRUVALLA 

PATHANAMTHITTA 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 

14543 : 2004 
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KERALA 

689621 

Water) - 


75 

64000068308 

05.12.2016 

GAYATHRI INDUSTRIES 

SY. NO. 540/1-1-407, 

ARUVAPPULAM, 

MUTHUPEZHUMKAL P. O. 

KONNI 

PATHANAMTHITTA 

KERALA-689698 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

76 

6400068409 

05.12.2016 

KAIRALI ENTERPRISES 

T.C 51/1098, SIDCO 

INDUSTRIAL 

ESTATE,PAPP AN AMCODE 
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 

KERALA- 695019 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

77 

6400069007 

16.12.2016 

PURE WATER PROJECTS 

BUILDING NO. 4/2 A (OLD NO.) AND 
VII/479 (NEW NO.), P.K.ROAD, 
SREEMOOLANAGARAM P.O. 
CHOWARA 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

78 

6400076206 

08.03.2017 

CHOICE SODA AND MINERAL 

SY. NO. 291/2 

POOYAPPALY P. O. 

KOLLAM 

KERALA 

691537 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

79 

6400075305 

01.03.2017 

NAMAZCO FOOD & BEVERAGES 

NEAR PNP AYURVEDIC MEDICAL 
COLLEGE, 

PARAKALAI POST,KANHANGAD 

KASARAGOD 

KERALA 

671531 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

80 

6400077713 

30.03.2017 

MICROMATE AQUA CARE PRIVATE 
LIMITED 

SURVEY NO : BLOCK NO. 54/15PT 

ERNAD TALUK 

POOKOTTUR 

MALAPPURAM 

KERALA- 673642 

Packaged 
Drinking Water 
(other than 
Packaged 

Natural Mineral 
Water) - 

14543 : 2004 

81 

6400067508 

20.11.2016 

TOLINS TYRES PRIVATE LIMITED 

1/41, M.C. ROAD, MATTOOR, 

KALADY 

ERNAKULAM 

KERALA- 683574 

Automotive 

vehicles - 
pneumatic tyres 
for two and 

three-wheeled 

motor vehicles - 

15627:2005 


[No. CMD/13:13] 
K. KADIRVEL, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 
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8 JTt, 2018 


^T.ajT. 1087. 


^fr WfTTT arfi^Rd ^Trrr | f% ftrTW t EE; | <=TT^fa T?TT f%rr n% f : 


01 -04-2016131-03-2017 tR> • 













HIEW HT^TTTTFTT 


srrf 1 pi 


3)<l4<1 TTT , =h’’.t tt ftf% 


TETT TTPTT TT 


3481158 3?rt W tft yft ant tttt 9537 : wr ^TT ET 4?T 20.06.2016 

yk+4 „ fSfTT Hpl+|li TFT 3 

o 1 9oo 


3529867 


anfTTTT 14543: 


ttspt ethtTi 


4468777 ^ 


ar?rm)- 

antEpT 14543: '1 % ^ ET TE 

2004 (J+444'JIjRh 

aprm)- 


4589587 


anfTTTr 14543: 


[r'I 4”l 4 "I % 

arrm)- 


6400005894 


6400041191 


6400032594 u4 ^ 'jsfi a^tirr 710:2010 


08.06.2016 


29.06.2016 


22.02.2017 


6656283 TTJT yM+4 antEE" 14543: 3+444 21.07.2016 


aprm)- 


anfnpT 710 : 2010 25.07.2016 


anf wr 303 : 1989 ETfrFT Wfapff % 31.01.2017 


26.10.2016 


pT. t^fpT ypiuM ft^HT/l3:13] 
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Kochi, the 8 th May, 2018 

S.O. 1087.— In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
(Certification) Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which 
are given below have been cancelled/suspended with effect from the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 

LIST OF LICENCES CANCELLED FROM 01.04.2016 to 31.03.2017 


SI. No. 

Licence No 

CM/L 

Name & Address of the 

Licensee 

IS NO 

Article/process with 

relevant Indian covered 

by the licence 
cancelled/suspension 

Date of 

cancellation 

1. 

3481158 

IDEAL PVC PRODUCTS 

TIRUR 

IS 9537 : Part 3 : 

1983 

Conduits for electrical 

installations : Part 3 

rigid plain conduits of 
insulating materials 

(superdeding IS : 2509) 

20.06.2016 

2. 

3529867 

HIKES ENTERPRISES 

Eranakulam 

IS 14543 : 2004 

packaged drinking 

water (other than 

packaged natural 

mineral water) - 

08.06.2016 

3. 

4468777 

RAIN DROPS 

Kannur 

IS 14543 : 2004 

packaged drinking 

water (other than 

packaged natural 

mineral water) - 

26.06.2016 

4. 

4589587 

PTC INDUSTRIES 

Thiruvananthapuram 

IS 14543 : 2004 

packaged drinking 

water (other than 

packaged natural 

mineral water) - 

22.02.2017 

5. 

6400005894 

Kanampuram Veneers 

Perumbavoor 

IS 710: 2010 

marine plywood 

25.07.2016 

6 

6400032594 

Ess Bee Plywood Industries 

Pattimattom 

IS 710: 2010 

marine plywood 

26.10.2016 

7 

6400041191 

MOON TIMBER 

INDUSTRIES Ernakulam 

IS 303 : 1989 

plywood for general 

purposes 

31.01.2017 

8 

6656283 

PURE WATER 

PROJECTS, Eranakulam 

IS 14543 : 2004 

packaged drinking 

water (other than 

packaged natural 

mineral water) - 

20.06.2016 


[No. CMD/13:13] 
K. KADIRVEL, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 

16 ^rrf, 2018 

^T.3ff. 1088.— (WPTT) Rf4 44 1988 % RRd4 (4) % 4'lRR44 (5) % if 

414 + U44&H I 3lfspjf%^r TFFTT f f% f^FT % R=K<J| if f%TT tttt §_ if 4-4Y«J>d +F) Rrr rpr f 




5F. 

4. 


t-'D'jid +><4 

#f?rf§r^/ 

■H 1 ^ 

aitf +1 414 ST 941 

'huRR 414 + +T 

4T 4T 

3FJSTFT) : 

1. 

6590005919 

20180509 

Mt-M 1 4<fl did. i 4^ 

387 / A-2, TTTTiff SsRidH fte, 

RR] •Os, , 

TTTRrJT -641005 

r )+444 Rr4H ('1+444 
1~44 4' v t 4 4 % 3FTRT) 

IS 14543 : 2016 
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6500032908 


20180522 


Tfrpf pft % % ^rft 
1024, 

+ERRJT -641001 


Tpt iRof f^RSTTlJTt 

3TT'*J t T tj T/ f$l "H+10 - 


IS 1417 : 2016 


6500032807 


20180523 


ifa-rcf 7 ft % % ^rft 

1 024, f%rr grjrrr 

TTTRT 37 -641001 


4T# t ts( 

srr^TT/ f$i "i+ 1 0 - 


IS 2112: 2014 


6590006020 


20180525 


ipFPff «ft 4/Rft RRft 

29, 

ffur -638001 


PR P=pif f^-ssrsrT^TT, 
^TlJER/fspO + l'Pl- 
spRTPR (ifHi+4 


IS 1417 : 2016 


6500033199 


20180613 


IpFEf RR/C (7)4 i c-H 

U 4 TT’Ti Tf. 145, +RR <1 Ig-H , 
ft. ERt, I K I LI 1 14 4 4, 
(TlRR/T - 641 607 


1+444 TERR (1+444 
14-m <4 44 % snrm) 


IS 14543 : 2016 


6500033203 


20180613 


iEEf HI44 fWd4 
157,/1C1, 1C2, RRTWJTFRE, 
44:E 4 :'{•> + . EKppp TTT, 
TETRtJT- 641 109 


1+444 TE RH (1+444 

Pm < 4 4 4 % 4 4 14 I ) 


IS 14543 : 2016 


ipFRf U4+dl4lte4 WT 414^-H yi44i 
fHfipHE 

15/23, ^w+T^rfrcpr, 

Rfl EfR % #§i, 7U.4H4 m£|, 

+"| 4 T 4 t^-! - 641 035 


6500033304 


20180622 


T+f est vpyt Wtft - 

rfld P?fl P+'<4 P 4 


IS 12615 : 2011 


6500033405 


20180624 


ipTif iER+f<(4 (7)444-4 4 Q 4 I 41444 

PlPdd 

it. 198/2A, 198/2AB RE 2 B2, 

EE PE PR +TH 4 RE, 

4^|7H4H£l, 

+'l 4 -M^i - 641 050 


4 P'S4 3f[T =Md4 % I 44 
ttpEE-SEf EIRE 


IS 7653 : 1975 


9. 


6500033506 


20180624 


ERif fifcE + U+d RET 
Ef e: 302/3A, pte, 

Ri’i4 j 4i S'J ETTE, 

ETPtRtJT- 641 202 


T TpH'-s hI't?iM 41 P7|d 
- 474 1 - +4lfo, 9 T 
3TT?41P 4 


IS 1489 (Part 1) 
: 2015 


10. 


6500033607 


20180629 


ERif P>4M 441'R4p4l EPftsTR 
357/1, 4"< v Tl4 J 4dlg4, 
Ji+lMWRTT, EREpf, 

ETPtRtJT - 641 006 


Pt-44414 M4-M4d 


IS 8034 : 2002 


[it. lfhriTit/13 : 11] 

TfUTTSfr EEHE, I 5 IIR + ‘EE’ TT+ E^W 


New Delhi, the 16th July, 2018 

S.O. 1088.— In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
(Certification) Regulation 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licence particulars of 
which are given in the following schedule: 
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SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

Licence No. 

Grant 

Date 

Name and Address (Factory) of the 
Party 

Title of the Standard 

IS No. Part/ 

Sec. Year 

1. 

6500033098 

20180605 

M/s. Pampa Nadhi Water Supply 
387/A-2, Elgi Industrial Road, 

Trichy Road, Singanallur, 

Coimbatore -641005 

Packaged Drinking Water 
(other than Packaged 

Natural Mineral Water) 

IS 14543 : 2016 

2. 

6590006113 

20180605 

M/s. C K K Jewellery 

1024, Big Bazaar Street, 

Coimbatore -641001 

Gold and Gold Alloys, 
Jewellery/Artefacts - 
Fineness and Marking 

IS 1417 : 2016 

3. 

6590006214 

20180607 

M/s. C K K Jewellery 

1024, Big Bazaar Street, 

Coimbatore -641001 

Silver and Silver Alloys, 
Jewellery/Artefacts - 
Fineness and Marking 

IS 2112: 2014 

4. 

6590006315 

20180607 

M/s. Sri Thulasi Jewellery 

29, Ponn Street, 

Erode -638001 

Gold and Gold Alloys, 
Jewellery/Artefacts - 
Fineness and Marking 

IS 1417 : 2016 

5. 

6500033199 

20180613 

M/s. Chenthur Murugan Minerals 

SF No. 145, Kunnan Thottam, 
T.Mannarai, Parappalayam, 

Tirupur- 641 607 

Packaged Drinking Water 
(other than Packaged 

Natural Mineral Water) 

IS 14543 : 2016 

6. 

6500033203 

20180613 

M/s. Global Creators 

157,/1C1, 1C2, Vellarugam Palayam, 
Devarayapuram, Veeraliyur Post, 
Coimbatore - 641 109 

Packaged Drinking Water 
(other than Packaged 

Natural Mineral Water) 

IS 14543 : 2016 

7. 

6500033304 

20180622 

M/s. Electromotive Power Drives 

Private Limited 

15/23, Murugan Pannai Thottam, 
Behind Ruby School, Saravanampatti, 
Coimbatore - 641 035 

Induction Motors - Energy 
Efficient, Three-phase 
Squirrel Cage 

IS 12615 : 2011 

8. 

6500033405 

20180624 

M/s. Messer Cutting Systems India 
Private Limted 

No. 198/2A, 198/2AB and 2B2, 

SNMV College Road, 
Malumichampatti, 

Coimbatore - 641 050 

Manual blow pipes for 
welding and cutting 

IS 7653 : 1975 

9. 

6500033506 

20180624 

M/s. Prism Concrete Infra 

Sy No: 302/3A, Vadachithur Village, 
Kinathukadavu Block, 

Coimbatore - 641 202 

Portland pozzolana cement - 
Part 1 - Flyash based 

IS 1489 (Part 1) 

: 2015 

10. 

6500033607 

20180629 

M/s. Kissan Engineering Corporation 
357/1, Nellimarathottam, 

Mookambigai Nagar, Ganapathy, 
Coimbatore - 641 006 

Submersible Pumpsets 

IS 8034 : 2002 


[No. CMD/13:11] 
MEENAKSHI GANESAN, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 
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^rf H44], 16 ^ r -i i s, 2018 

spr.air. 1089 — ^HW.cfi'4 rre ^Tt (WTT) R'Rdh 1988 4 RRdh (4) 4 r444Rti (5) % 3T^Tfj| ir RRtfR 
RRT ^rr t/d^UI srf^Rld rrt t f4 f*R dl^M % f4dTW 4f% 3pjg4t if f%TT tttt f, % f41$d RC f%n; RJ f:- 


31 ^ 


5E. 

4. 

4 

•nil^d 'R'l 
4tf4f4Rf/ 

■H 1 ^ 

d Mdl 

'HU4V-I PMT d>l sM 

RRTT 4(TTR/ 
RpTR) : Rf 

1. 

6590005919 

20180509 

444 Hpidl ^H-0 H|4 dl^dd 
Plf4dd 

57, 57A, 31TT44t4R, 

44^-638001 

h 4 u4 h 4 

SfT'SJRT/ f$| "H'mO - 
spRTTR ^<i+d 

IS 1417 : 2016 

2. 

6500032908 

20180522 

4r 4 f4rr trt r# 

1/490-C, f4RTH-H=M, 

sid> ’IR 4 HI4, 414, 

RIRRtJT " 641062 

344dd RMH 
(44 r 4? f4RRT RH 4 

3RTRT) 

IS 14543 : 2016 

3. 

6500032807 

20180523 

rt 4 Rr4t 

7(1 )24, TTtnR 4. 22/1, RRft 
w, 

RpR RRE, RT 3f| 4 TUT, 

dlf'PJMdh 4N", -641602 

Q44dd 4 t-4H 
(44r 4^ fiRRT RH 4 

3RTRT) 

IS 14543 : 2016 

4. 

6590006020 

20180525 

rt 4 4rl4Hid 

13/100, 

^TTTS'ilRT, 

44f 144 4 -643207 

"4 ^4 fJEsrai^ti, 
air'JJRT/f$F3RTff - 
JpRT 

IS 1417 : 2016 


pi. 41 up 41/ 13:11] 
4rt4t rrr, t?rrf4T ‘re’R4 rjw 


New Delhi, the 16th July, 2018 

S.O. 1089. —In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
(Certification) Regulation 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licence particulars of 
which are given in the following schedule: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

Licence No. 

Grant 

Date 

Name and Address (Factory) of the 
Party 

Title of the Standard 

IS No. Part/ 

Sec. Year 

1. 

6590005919 

20180509 

M/s. Lalithaa Jewellery Mart Private 
Limited 

57, 57A, R.K.V. Road,, 

Erode -638001 

Gold and Gold Alloys, 
Jewellery/Artefacts - 
Fineness and Marking 

IS 1417 : 2016 

2. 

6500032908 

20180522 

M/s. Priya Water Supply 

1/490-C, Priya Complex, 

Near Post Office, Neelambur, 
Coimbatore - 641062 

Packaged Drinking Water 
(other than Packaged 
Natural Mineral Water) 

IS 14543 : 2016 
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3. 

6500032807 

20180523 

M/s. Samy Industries 

7(1)24, SF No. 22/l,Kannagi Nagar, 
First Street, Opp New Bus Stand, 
Thottipalayam Village, 

Tirupur -641602 

Packaged Drinking Water 
(other than Packaged 
Natural Mineral Water) 

IS 14543 : 2016 

4. 

6590006020 

20180525 

M/s. Koyilat Jewellery 

13/100, Bathery Road, 

Devarshola, Gudalur 

Nilgiris-643207 

Gold and Gold Alloys, 
Jewellery/Artefacts - 
Fineness and Marking 

IS 1417 : 2016 


[No. CMD/13:11] 
MEENAKSHI GANESAN, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 

>rf Rwft, 16 4"i l s, 2018 

^T.3ir. 1090.—'HK<J14 PFUR SfTT (PFR) RRdh, 1 988 % RRdh (5) % ioRRdh (6) % 3FJRTW # 'Hl-’rfl-M 
■H M<=h a^TI l(<1g,KI 3Tfli^p=|rl =t><r| I ^ R'l-’l R =1 <«| <=t H "I I S^Vfl SfFT 33lff <11 <] 'St F /FtRrl T> T R"tTT 

rft % :- 


3 *Wft 


F. 

R 

RTTFT/ 

TpT- 

RI^OOSTTfl FT TFT F W 

TFRcT f%tT WJj f%TT rpT % 3TTnR 

J^/OT W FeRR FRF FT ?Mf 

Rf 

Rf% 

^F2018 - 9JR" 


pff. 41u4tH /13:13] 


jfpmft 3sllR + ‘tpF tr- 

New Delhi, the 16th July, 2018 

S.O. 1090. —In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
(Certification) Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which 
are given below have been cancelled/suspended with effect from the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 


si. 

Licence No. 

Name & Address of the Licensee 

Article/ Process with relevant 

Date of 

No. 

CM/L- 


Indian Standard covered by the 
licence cancelled/ suspension 

Cancellation 


June 2018 - NIL- 


[No. CMD/13:13] 
MEENAKSHI GANESAN, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 


16lHTf, 2018 

^T.3IT. 1090.—4I J 4l4 FFFR sfTT (901 tH) RRdh, 1988 % RRdh (5) % JlRRdh (6) % 3^0 J NI if ^NsfR 
fffr ud^iu 3rfsnjf%rr fuit f f% Rtf f%wr ht^rtT ft 3n% f?tWI oi Tnffa ir /fiRr ft Rft 
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F. 

F. 

HRfl-H f 

TftFF/ 

TRf- 

cJRFFFTfl’FI FIT 4 Mdl 

FFftF f%F FF/ F^ f%TT ff FTF^F % 3Td4d 

FFT/ FFF FTFF FTFcflF FTFFT FT 

FI 4W 
frft 

Ft 2018 - 9JTF 


[F. *frnF#IV 13 : 13 ] 


tftFTSft FTFF, ‘FFT’ ff 

New Delhi, the 16th July, 2018 

S.O. 1091. —In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
(Certification) Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which 
are given below have been cancelled/suspended with effect from the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 


si. 

Licence No. 

Name & Address of the Licensee 

Article/ Process with relevant 

Date of 

No. 

CM/L- 


Indian Standard covered by the 
licence cancelled/ suspension 

Cancellation 


May 2018 - NIL 


[No. CMD/13:13] 
MEENAKSHI GANESAN, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 


aflr FTffcfFT flu ffrpt 

F§ 15 Ft, 2018 

FT.aff. 1092.— FFFTF F MdlPldh FTF FftF THTTHTIF (Vjft # FWPT % Ff^FTF FT 3R?F) FftlRdP, 
1962 (1962 FT 50) (f%F IFF IF% F^TPT TFT FfsrftFF FTfT TFT t) STRT 3 FF STTFT (1) % F?ftF FTft # Ft, FTFTT 
FFFTF % Mdl'Pldh FPfftFT FF FFTFF srfspjFFT FT.FT. 2101 FTftF 07.09.2017 FR FT.FT. 2102 FPftF 
07.09.2017 f%FFT FFTHF FTFF % FRTFF FW 36, FTF II, 3, FF W (ii) FTtPF 09.09.2017 # f%FT FFT |l IF 
srfspJFFT t FFF STFJj^t if ftftftp 3FSTF%F FRF % f^fFT tTFTfFF FF f%FFTFFTF % FFF : TRFTRF , F>1tft , 
, FTFFFT , FFTFT , FFTFT , TJT^F , FftFTF , , ttFTTJFF , FTTJFTFTFFTFT , FTFTFRh , FFTTWT , FTft 

FF H^M^+Ul ^frT F, FTtt&F FRF F FTFpftF F FFFTFT FRF F tlFTFTF FF FFTf^FF FtFTFT % FftFgF % f%F 
Ff%FF FTFF 4ii'lfF?TF Ptftds % FTFT fttFTf^FF R>u FT FI “FTFlttF-tlFTFR FRFFTFF HR4) F>11” % FFST F FRFFTFF 
ftWF % FFRTF % tR FFFTF % srfsTFTF FT 3R?F FTFF % f%F 3PTF FRTF 4IMF I «ft: 

3#F IFF FRTFF FftpjFFT FftFT FFFT FT FFFRST FTFT tt Ft *ftitk IFF FfsrftFF # FTFT 6 # FFSTTFT (1) % 
3EJFFF t FSTF FTf&FTtt F FF#fF FFFTF FTT FFtt ftttt % tt |l 

#F trffF FFFTF F FFT ftFlt FF f%FTF FTFt % F?TTF 3ffF Ff FFTFTF ff FTF FF f% FFT FTIFHTIF ftwt 
% f%F FFl%F t, IFF FFFlF % FftFTF FT 3R?F FFrT FT ftftRRT ftRT 

FF: FF, FFtlF FFFTF TFT FfsTftFF tt FTFT 6 tt FFSTTFT (1) FTFT FFF" PTf^FFT FT FFfF FFF ^F FFFFTFT 
FlWr FT# | IF FltRJF-FT F FFF F^R) F ft Rifts Tjft F FTIFFTIF ftWF % FFFTF FT FfsfFTF Ff^F ftFT 
FTF: 
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sftT =h«-'^l-q RRTT dtd srf&lR-M-H STRT 6 4?T RT£jI<I (4) sUTT y 9Tf%4T RT y J -Tl-*i R7R RT, 441 

f% RR ^ # i'-MHI RT srfsw: ^FT TlW R RRT3R # RrfT’I' R R^ffa •H-’RR if f%f%R fIR % RRTTT Rvft RcH44I 
1JR ^Trt tftRT 3TRR RTRf^R PiflfcR! if f^%T fFTTI 


3T3^ 



■iV 
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Hstjl'KM.+ ldl 

T^TR 1 jfp' 

43/1 

00 

12 

39 



44/1 

00 

00 

10 



50/19 

00 

02 

67 



50/20 

00 

06 

02 



140/3 

00 

02 

11 



140/4 

00 

06 

67 



139/3 

00 

00 




139/4 

00 

06 

54 



139/5 

00 

00 

74 



139/6 

00 

02 

93 



139/7 

00 

00 

59 



135/20 

00 

00 

10 



135/19 

00 

04 

43 



133/6 

00 

03 

65 



134/14 

00 

00 

37 



134/13 

00 

06 

76 
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134/12 

00 


16 



84 

00 

11 

54 



83/17 

00 

04 

85 



83/16 

00 

00 

10 



82/22 

00 

00 

96 



82/24 

00 

01 

47 



81/1 

00 

00 

26 



81/15 

00 

00 

10 



81/14 

00 

07 

19 



81/16 

00 

00 

10 



81/9 

00 

00 

31 



81/5 

00 

02 

27 



81/8 

00 

02 

67 



81/6 

00 

02 

03 



86/2 

00 

00 

12 



86/4 

00 

00 

10 



86/5 

00 

10 

89 



86/7 

00 

00 

33 



87/1 

00 

02 

67 



87/2 

00 

00 

68 



87/3 

00 

02 

22 



87/4 

00 

02 

12 



87/6 

00 

01 

58 



88/8 

00 

09 

91 



45/2 

00 

00 

10 



87/5 

00 

01 

39 








jfMm 

51/5 

00 

00 

41 



148/22 

00 

05 

88 



148/5 

00 

00 

56 



148/4 

00 

01 

39 



148/6 

00 

03 

99 



148/11 

00 

01 

89 



148/10 

00 

02 

64 



148/14 

00 

00 

23 



148/8 

00 

00 

63 



147/10 

00 

00 

16 



147/11 

00 

12 

09 



143/11 

00 


32 
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24/8 

00 

00 

10 



24/10 

00 

02 

42 



24/32 

00 

05 

18 



24/33 

00 

01 

08 



24/31 

00 

00 

99 



24/29 

00 

03 

64 



24/27 

00 

00 

63 



24/28 

00 

00 




25/14 

00 

02 

38 



27/17 

00 

05 

42 



27/16 

00 

03 

09 



27/15 

00 

03 

48 



27/12 

00 

08 

32 



27/11 

00 

03 

67 



40/6 

00 

05 

14 



40/11 

00 

00 

42 



40/5 

00 

02 

77 



40/12 

00 

03 

46 



40/13 

00 

02 

76 



40/14 

00 

11 

72 



39/6 

00 

02 

76 



39/7 

00 

01 

11 



39/4 

00 

01 

73 



39/3 

00 

03 

21 



39/8 

00 

00 

80 



39/9 

00 

01 

22 



38/3 

00 

01 

97 



38/4 

00 

00 

96 



38/5 

00 

00 

10 



38/26 

00 

05 

27 



38/22 

00 

01 

65 



38/24 

00 


10 



38/23 

00 

02 

80 



38/21 

00 

00 

80 



38/19 

00 

01 

31 



38/18 

00 

00 

42 








dlPH'-lpH 

8/4 

00 

00 




8/6 

00 

06 

48 
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212/28 

00 

00 

10 



212/29 

00 

00 

10 



212/35 

00 

06 

81 



212/36 

00 

02 

46 



212/37 

00 

00 

33 



224/2 

00 

12 

08 



224/3 

00 

00 

73 



224/4 

00 

03 

21 



224/6 

00 

13 

59 



224/7 

00 

05 

51 



223/1 

00 

04 

67 



201/2 

00 

26 

67 



196/8 

00 

04 

15 



196/5 

00 

00 

88 



196/6 

00 

02 

90 



196/13 

00 

02 

48 



196/14 

00 

15 

70 



196/7 

00 

02 

25 


[W. t. 3IR-11025(11)/252/2017-#3|TT-i/f-21033] 

T^TfTTR, 3T^TTlf%^ 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 

New Delhi, the 15th May, 2018 

S.O. 1092. — Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas, published in the Gazette of India No.36 Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 09.09.2017 vide S.O. Number 2101 
& 2102 dated 07.09.2017 issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land situated in Mandals: Ichchapuram, Kaviti, Kanchili, Sompeta, 
Mandasa, Palasa, Vajrapukathuru, Nandigam, Tekkali, Srikakulam and Amadalavalasa Mandals of Srikakulam District 
and Bondapalli, Gantiyada, Jami, Lakkavarapukota Mandals of Vizianagaram District in Andhra Pradesh State, specified 
in the Schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of petroleum 
products from Paradip in the State of Odisha to Hyderabad in the State of Telangana by the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited for implementing the "Paradip-Hyderabad Pipeline Project". 

And whereas the copies of the Gazette were made available to the public. And whereas the Competent Authority 
has under Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, has submitted his report of Central Government. 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land 
is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of the user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user of the said land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vests on the date of publication of the declaration, in India Oil Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 


DISTRICT : SRIKAKULAM 


STATE 

: ANDHRA PRADESH 

MANDAL 

VILLAGE 

SURVEY No. 

AREA 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq. Mt. 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

ICHCHAPURAM 

MUCHINDRA 

47/5 

00 

03 

09 



47/6 

00 

12 

31 



128/1 

00 

09 

64 



128/2 

00 

06 

32 



128/3 

00 

06 

83 



128/4 

00 

06 

13 



130/2 

00 

11 

47 



130/3 

00 

03 

13 



130/6 

00 

01 

87 



130/7 

00 

07 

59 



131/1 

00 

00 

21 



131/8 

00 

02 

55 



133/1 

00 

02 

29 



123/5 

00 

00 

52 



123/7 

00 

03 

94 



136/2 

00 

11 

22 



137/2 

00 

09 

31 



137/3 

00 

07 

45 



137/4 

00 

00 

49 







ICHCHAPURAM 

BALAKRISHNAPURAM 

90/3 

00 

01 

80 



90/2 

00 

05 

26 



90/5 

00 

04 

80 



90/7 

00 

31 

17 



127/2 

00 

07 

10 



128/1 

00 

02 

12 



129/4 

00 

09 

71 



130/1 

00 

27 

74 



130/2 

00 

09 

11 



131/2 

00 

02 

61 



131/1 

00 

17 

26 



83/5 

00 

01 

85 



83/6 

00 

03 

88 



83/7 

00 

03 

10 



83/4 

00 

02 

36 



83/8 

00 

00 

32 
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4699 
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4703 
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4705 
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4711 
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PALASA 

RAJAGOPALA PURAM 

51/6 

00 

03 

72 



52/3 

00 

06 

11 







PALASA 

UDAYAPURAM 

278/4 

00 

03 

89 



278/3 

00 

08 

87 



276/2 

00 

06 

48 







PALASA 

IDURAPALL1 

19/13 

00 

03 

81 



19/11 

00 





19/14 

00 

02 

43 



20/3A 

00 


54 



20/3B 

00 


22 



20/2B 

00 


73 



20/7 

00 

02 




20/8 

00 

01 

31 



20/19 

00 


88 



20/18 

00 





20/9 

00 

04 

36 



20/17 

00 

02 




20/10 

00 


81 



20/16 

00 


24 



20/15 

00 





20/11 

00 

02 

27 



20/12 

00 

02 

24 



20/13 

00 

02 

52 



36/12 A 

00 





21/14 

00 

01 

51 



21/15 

00 

07 

61 



36/1 

00 

02 

12 



36/2 

00 

01 

61 



36/3 

00 

01 

42 



35/3 

00 

02 




35/4 

00 

01 

98 



35/5 

00 

02 

62 



35/7 

00 


24 



35/6 

00 

01 

26 



35/41 

00 


64 



35/14 

00 

05 




35/40 

00 


14 



35/18 

00 

01 




35/15A 

00 
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[^TFT II-TaF? 3(H)] 


«TTOT 28, 2018/9tm 6, 1940 


4727 
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198/2 

00 

08 

75 



203/1A 

00 

04 

21 



203/19 

00 

03 

02 



203/18 

00 

02 

19 



203/3 

00 

02 

39 



203/20 

00 

03 

27 



203/5 

00 

02 

66 



203/8 

00 

02 

40 



203/10 

00 

04 

72 



203/9 

00 

00 

32 



203/11 

00 

02 

66 



203/12A 

00 

03 

19 



205/1 

00 

04 

84 



185/15 

00 

09 

43 



187/11 

00 

03 

01 



184/17 

00 

58 

44 



181/2 

00 

12 

48 



181/17 

00 

00 

10 



181/34 

00 

09 

72 



180 

00 

10 

04 







NANDIGAM 

KOMATURU 

140 

00 

15 

94 



139/3 

00 

21 

94 



138/2 

00 

06 

89 



138/3 

00 

10 

99 









136/4 

00 

04 

71 



137/6 

00 

07 

48 



137/4 

00 

02 

62 



137/5 A 

00 

06 

90 



137/4 

00 

08 

08 



137/5B 

00 

02 

74 



154/1 

00 

04 

95 



154/5 A 

00 

00 

10 



155/6 

00 

09 

72 



157/IB 

00 

09 

71 



157/3B 

00 

08 

27 



165/5D 

00 

00 

10 



164/2 

00 


05 



164/1 

00 

01 

52 



164/7 A 

00 


36 
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TEKKALI 


CHINA RAKALLAPALLE 


273/10b 
273/7 
275/1 
275/8 
276/3 
276/5 
276/6 
276/7 
276/9 
277/1 
277/7 
277/8 
277/6 
277/5 
278/3 
278/5 
278/6 
242/8 
242/12 
242/9d 
242/9e 
242/11 
241/1 
240/5 
240/2 
232/1 IB 
232/9 
239/1 
238/4 
238/2A 
238/2B 
236/7 
236/6B 

237/3C 

237/3A 

237/2A 

237/1 

308/3 
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176/9 

00 

04 

54 



176/12 

00 



TEKKALI 

TELINILAPURAM 

32/15 

00 

04 

43 



32/14 

00 

07 

25 



32/12 

00 

05 

99 



32/10 

00 

03 




32/6 

00 

05 

15 



32/5 

00 

02 

88 



37/6 

00 





37/7 

00 

04 

13 



37/1 

00 

04 

44 



37/2 

00 

09 

70 



37/3 

00 

00 

98 



38/3 

00 

01 

66 



38/4 

00 

18 

03 



39/5 

00 


20 



39/2B 

00 

05 

00 



42/12 

00 

01 

35 



40/9 

00 


41 



42/2 

00 


89 



41/5 

00 

14 

30 



41/1 Ob 

00 

03 

15 

TEKKALI 

RAVIVALASA 

104/8B 

00 

02 

76 



104/8 A 

00 

03 

14 



104/2 

00 

01 

19 



179/8 A 

00 

00 

39 




00 

04 

31 




00 

03 

06 



179/2 

00 


30 



179/3 

00 


32 



178/14 

00 


87 



178/6 

00 

01 

03 



178/15 

00 

00 

10 



178/20 

00 

00 

36 



178/16 

00 


08 



178/18 

00 


73 



178/11 

00 


93 



177/2 

00 


58 



171/12 

00 


88 
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224/3 

00 

00 

73 



224/4 

00 

03 

21 



224/6 

00 

13 

59 



224/7 

00 

05 

51 



223/1 

00 

04 

67 



201/2 

00 

26 

67 



196/8 

00 

04 

15 



196/5 

00 

00 

88 



196/6 

00 

02 

90 



196/13 

00 

02 

48 



196/14 

00 

15 

70 



196/7 

00 

02 

25 


[F. No. R-l 1025(1 D/252/2017-OR-I/E-21033] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


Fif^ft, 17^HTf, 2018 

FT.3F. 1093 .— T^^lF FTFFTF FTt TjFIT TTcfTcT TfFT t RpEftcT if FT rjcRFFT t f% %YfefFF wl Fl 
mRcI^H Fl fcP? FilFofl - 1#? FT FFRTF FRF if FfFJF Fildc/l FT fclFFFTF f^DTRT F^t %YfefFF 

MI^McHl^d grpfr Ft^ FT FFcRf ^Ridd RTFR Fiml^M fcTf^T^F FTFT Flf> MIsjMcHIsjd ^TUfT FTf%F: 

3fR fY^If FTFFTF FTt TfFft WIefTFF f^FT Fl fcR 3TTFFFFT FFflF TfFT t % ^F?T Tffif if TTfl TFTFT Wl? 

ftf^Rt if fMf t, afft f^Em mi^mchi^h f| t fftft Farr ftf/t $ stRpttf ft srRt ftp?; 

3TF: 3TF, Fi^tF FTFFTF, %'tfeRFT 3?fp FsrRTFT m^McHl^d if FFFTF ^ STRpTTF FT 3Tf!f) FTRtRtFF, 1962 
(1962 FT 50) F?f FTFT 3 F^t FFHTFT (l) £TFT TJFFT F#dFf FT FFpr FRcT fF FFT Tffif if FFFTF Fl 3Tf§TFTP FT 3RfF 
FR^ F^ 3PpY 3TTFTF F^t HfW FRcTT f: 

F^f sif^T, FTl FFF 3fd,F^4) if fMcT Tffif if Rddcgj t, FFT cTP^RsI FT f^TFPET T^T 3TRTFIFFT if TjFcT FTFF Fl 
PRPTR F^ TTfcTFf FTTFTFR FTFFT FTl FFcPH FRT ^f FTTcff t, TFF^tFT fad fa facR, *[fa fa fafa m$4cHlsjd faRTF Fffa 
fa fafF FFTF FFFlF ^ SffaFTF fa FTFFT if faf FFcT RFRFFTeTT, 3Tf§PE FTrTFFF, FTSTF TTTfaFTfa :?'fadd 3TTFcd 

ftmI^h faRRe, Ffarfa sTf mi^mchi^rh yfaFeFi 3/122, pftftf Rti^h^ FTFFfafa far. far. - ftfttf fff, ffTfft 

PFRTF - 391320 Ffa RiRild FRT if 3TTCPT fad FFTfaT I 

3T5^t 


df?Ffld:-c|fakFI faldl:-c|fakFI FI«F:-FR1Fld 

fafalT / UTT 

Tlf / «eflT / TT. 

TTF—^Yf—FT. 


(RTtF tt.) 

/f/ff 

3TT^ 

cuf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

0lFel) 

1059 

^ 1 

00 

21 

86 


443 

— 

00 

07 

76 

Filed 1 

340 

— 

00 

04 

61 

d^^flcH:—3fT<EcHN RHdl:-Ffl u IF 

SHHTlcd 

F.'fldl F 

358/2 

FFT F 

662 

- 

00 

01 

91 


F.'fHI F 

FFT F 

— 

00 

07 

23 
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4773 



357 

661 






4^MI >1 

'TTF 








— 

00 

04 

76 


385 

696 





dg'tfleh-cl'H) 1 



191 

1 




qclloTl 




00 

07 

43 


191 

2 





192 

1 





192 

2 

00 

03 

82 


192 

3 





279 

— 

00 

09 

37 


[TTT. 4. 3JR-11025(11)/13/2018-#3iR-I/f-25725] 

WT^FTTT, 3T^7-7rf%^ 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.0.1093. —Where as it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public interest and safety 
that for the implementing the Koyli-Sanganer pipeline project. The existing petroleum pipeline from Koyali to Viramgam 
Section in the State of Gujarat is to be replaced as it is too old by Indian Oil Corporation Limited Western Region 
Pipelines. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of protection of the said pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the additional right of user in the land for protection of pipeline under which the said pipeline had 
been laid, and which is described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to Shri 
Bharat Akruwala, Additional Collector, Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Western Region Pipeline 
Project, 3/122, Gujarat Refinery Township, P.O.-Jawaharnagar, Vadodara, Gujarat - 391320. within twenty one days 
from the date on which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as 
published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the general public. 


SCHEDULE 


Tahsil: Vadodara 

District: Vadodara 

State : Gujarat 

Mouja/Village 

Survey/Block No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.Mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Koyali 

1059 

PI 

00 

21 

86 

Angadh 

443 

- 

00 

07 

76 

Kotna 

340 

- 

00 

04 

61 

Tahsil: Anklav 

District: Anand 




Aamrol 

Old 

358/2 

New 

662 

- 

00 

01 

91 

Old 

357 

New 

661 

- 

00 

07 

23 
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Dantali 


191 

191 

if 

00 

07 

43 

192 

q 




192 

T 

00 

03 

82 

192 

3J 




279 

_ 

00 

09 

37 


17^HTf, 2018 

4T.3TT. 1094. — 'PtTPI 7TT44T 4?) kjTii 4dld g N |clI % cfRl 
7 44THf 4 ^ i|RcfdH 4 ^ fcTJ - ST^WPTT - 'HlcHI^ ^ 

STTef 4>M^M RfRl^ sfTTT MIs^cHIsjH ftf^ 4TE?f I 


[F. No. R-11025(11)/13/2018-OR-I/E-25725] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


if 7^ 3f|c|^ifcb f T^vrl i Id TRH if 

[ WTefT^T uRgIvtIHI 4> Rb4MiH 


3fk 4)^5) if .H^cbK 4^1 ^tff f%75El 4^ OTtWT 4^ fePJ 3TT4444T JpffcT ?fcTT t TjRf if TJft 

^TTTf vJMHcsi 3fj^ if 4RtcT f, 3fR fyTTfif \34T4 MIsjMcHIsjH ETUI 44 4TdT4 t, WTPT 4^ SffePER 44 3T#d 

%TfJ ^flTT; 

3RT: 3T4, 4^4 TTT44T, ^tfeRPT 3fR 74^54 MIsjMcHIsjH if vS44l J l cfr 3lRf44T 44 3T4f4) SfRfRpFT, 1962 
(1962 44 50) 4^ HITT 3 4^t WTTTT (l) sfTTT 444 TTtetf 44 JETPT 4141 f4 44 TjRf if v3MHi J I ^ 3lRf44T 44 3T4fa 
4T4f 4l 3EEf 3TT4T4 4^ HlW 44cfT t; 

4Tff sif^T, Wf 444 Sl^gxjt if 4 McT Tjfif if f%cT4I5 t, 44 cTP^RsT 4 f^TWl ^TT 3TRTT[44T if 7J44 44T ^ 
4444 4^ 4fdRTT 4THT44 444T 4Tt 44eEH 44T 4Tcff t, ?44^TT f^4 4^ ^fcR, ^jRf 4^ ^tif WHl^f fsfOTJ 441 
$ fef4 444 vSMHi J I 4^ 3lRf44T 4^ 7UE4 if ^ «Ff. 4 3TT4454Tc4, 3l^Md 47ef447 (3T4444 444), 4ST4 41^144^, 
?f^44 3444 4>ml^H felRl^, 4f^4?f £f4 4T^4efT^4 4f4l444 3/125, 4/T44 RTI^H^ dlvHRld ^f. 3Tf. - HdlsN 
44T, dad'll 44T44 - 391320 4^1 fclR&ld 44 if 3TTS)4 #4 T#4T I 




d^Tfld:- 4T4ift 
TfluTT /4T4 


ftlcJT:- 7J74 


4<f / 4TT4J / 4. 
(EtTItJ 4.) 


44—TflH—4. 




TUjHi-^ERRT 

3TT^ 


4^f iff^T 
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17 


00 

17 

37 


16 


00 

21 

56 


15 


00 

43 

40 


14 


00 

08 

96 


13 


00 

05 

73 


'TfeTT 


00 

07 

33 


93 


00 

10 

64 


92 


00 

01 

20 


89 


00 

18 

83 


74 


00 

08 

42 


87 


00 

36 

61 


86 


00 

21 

71 


TUFF 


00 

02 

14 


85 


00 

05 

66 


104 


00 

23 

24 


107 


00 

28 

05 




00 

00 

86 


214 


00 

10 

30 


'TfeTT 


00 

02 

00 


121 


00 

27 

61 


116 


00 

05 

93 




00 

01 

74 


212 


00 

14 

91 


115 


00 

02 

30 


114 


00 

24 

30 


[W. 4. 3TTT-1 1025(11)/104/2017-#3TR-I/t-8039] 

TFTfTTTT, 3TWTTTf%^ 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1094.— Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transportation of Petroleum Product from the State of Gujarat a pipeline should be laid for implementing Koyali - 
Ahmednagar - Solapur Pipeline Project under the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is 
described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to Shri 
B.J. Akruwala, Additional Collector (Retd.), Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Western Pipeline 
Projects 3/125, Gujarat Refinery Township P.O.-Jawahar Nagar, Vadodara Gujarat-391320, within twenty one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in 
the Gazette of India, are made available to the general public. 
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SCHEDULE 


Tehsil:- Mandvi 

District:- Surat 

State Gujarat 

Mouja / Village 

Survey/Block No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Sarkui 

26 


00 

13 

06 


Lined Canal 


00 

03 

70 


27 


00 

06 

87 


205 


00 

27 

06 


206 


00 

19 

80 


28 


00 

00 

62 


19 


00 

25 

75 


31 


00 

00 

35 


30 


00 

08 

55 


18 


00 

11 

95 


17 


00 

17 

37 


16 


00 

21 

56 


15 


00 

43 

40 


14 


00 

08 

96 


13 


00 

05 

73 


Nala 


00 

07 

33 


93 


00 

10 

64 


92 


00 

01 

20 


89 


00 

18 

83 


74 


00 

08 

42 


87 


00 

36 

61 


86 


00 

21 

71 


Asphalt Road 


00 

02 

14 


85 


00 

05 

66 


104 


00 

23 

24 


107 


00 

28 

05 


Metal Road 


00 

00 

86 


214 


00 

10 

30 


Nala 


00 

02 

00 


121 


00 

27 

61 


116 


00 

05 

93 


Lined Canal 


00 

01 

74 


212 


00 

14 

91 


115 


00 

02 

30 


114 


00 

24 

30 


[F. No. R-11025(11 )/104/2017-OR-I/E-8039] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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17^nf, 2018 

spT.air. 1095—<R Rid URbR dR R^ff JRRcT Rich t fR> dWRld R 7jjt STTdWh t f% H£K|t£ RRR R R^lfeRR 

RdTsR R) mRc|^H R) fcR "cblilofl - Si^H4H J K - 'HlcHI^ %ReRFT dfMdHT d> f^TRRR Rg Rtedd 

31RTef cfM^FT (elf^ URT fRPdR vJTpft HTfRd; 

3fR RlteRl TRcf^R dR RRY 4l;?4cHI;?H fRPdR ^ dl fed? 3TTdWh Mel RlcTT t f% RRY ^ifR R dR 
RTRH5 srgtqfR R dMci t, afk fRurR tsdri wri^i RhuR ^itR dd murd t, rrtRt di srfRddd dd srRt fR^n 

RfR; 

3R: 3Td, ^Rf LK<bK, RRlfeRFT Rk TdfRdT (gfR R RRTRT d> SlfRddd dd 3Tdfd) SlfRfRdd, 1962 

(1962 dd 50) dR £fRT 3 dR WIRT (l) 1TRT ddvT ^Tf^xRTT dd TUPT ^rR RR ’-jfR R vSMdHl dl SlfRddd dd 3 rRt 

^rR dl 3TdR 3TRTR dR RlW ^RcR f: 

dRf sRR^t, dR pm ai^R) R dMd ^jfR R fRcraig t, pt cttRRu Rr fRmdR sifR^Hi R gdd duel Ri 
dTdTTd dR dfcRd RRfRR dUMT dR PTcW dTTT Rj RTcff f, fddRdl fRd dl RRr, ’jfR ^ RtR 4]$4cHls?H fRw? ddR 
dl fed? PlR viMilRl d) SlfRddd d) dRpd R RY R. Rl. RbNN RRR ddRdP (3Tddd?T dTM) RSRf dRRddRt Rtedd 
Rtdef dddkpf ferfRRs, ^dRR RfRfef 4/1, ddd dRpr diddl'd HPd, WR W7F? - 423104 dR feffecl did R 

sired! Rrt pRut I 


arg^t 


\\ 

fN A - 



dlcjdd:- d^TPJR 

IvHcHI:— tHK J IMK 


Rtdf /HPT 

dRf / ^TPP / R. 
(Rite R.) 

7T4— RYd— 7L 

stera>ci 

ftecTI 

3TK 

hR Rte^ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

ZjRTeTT 

137 


00 

25 

70 


136 


00 

36 

22 


146 


00 

12 

79 


147 


00 

11 

75 


148 


00 

13 

30 


149 


00 

11 

90 


161 


00 

11 

87 


162 


00 

23 

30 


[dd. R. 3RT-11025(11 )/6/2018-RtWT-I/i-23678] 

dddfdK, dPdfRnd 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1095.— Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transportation of Petroleum from the State of Maharashtra a pipeline should be laid for implementing Koyali - 
Ahmednagar - Solapur Pipeline Project under Koyali - Ahmednagar Pipeline by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to Shri 
A.B. Mohekar, Deputy Collector (Retd.) Competent Authority Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Second floor, 4/1, Varad 
Sankul, Nandgaon Road, Manmad - 423104, Maharashtra. Within twenty one days from the date on which the copies of 
this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made 
available to the general public. 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluka:- Yaijapur 

District:- Aurangabad 

State :- Maharashtra 

Mauje / Village 

Survey/ Block 
No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Surala 

137 


00 

25 

70 


136 


00 

36 

22 


146 


00 

12 

79 


147 


00 

11 

75 


148 


00 

13 

30 


149 


00 

11 

90 


161 


00 

11 

87 


162 


00 

23 

30 


[F. No. R-11025(11 )/6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


Eifft^ftt, 17^TTf, 2018 

EE.EfT. 1096—ft ft) 4 ETEEHE Eft EETT TIcftcT ftRTT t fft RftlftftcT 8 EE 3TTEEEET t fft EETEF£ ERE ft ftftrfeTEE 
EETftf ft MRcl^H ft fcR - 3f£HEH J K - Eld 14,^ ftftrfeTEE 4l:?4dl:H EfftftRTET ft fftEEEEE ftg 

SEER EftftftETE ETET 4l$4dlsH fftwft ERft ET%E; 

3TR ftfttE EREEE Eft ftfft fftuft ft HERR ft fftR 3TTEEEET EcffcT ftcTT t fft ftftl T[fft ft ftf ^fT 

ft wttee srgrifft ft eMe t, afk fftwift wrt mi^ch^h fftwft RTft eh hehte t, wteFt ft srfSfEHE eh srR fftET 
EEE; 

SR: STE, ftfttE ETEEHE, %'lfeEET 3TR EsftftT (*[fft ft WTEtE ft STfSfEHE EE SR?e) SffftfftEH, 1962 

(1962 EE 50) Eft ERT 3 Eft WTETET (l) 1[RT HEW ETfftTET EE Hftft ERft |E? WH ^jfft ft WTEftT ft srfSfEHE EE SRft 
ERft ft STHft STTETE Eft fttHET ERcl) f: 

Eftft RfftcT, Ell WR 3fE/lft) ft eMcT Tjfft if fftcTETE t, WE HTftEH Ht fftRTEft ?HT STfftEJWHT ft ERE ft ERTHW 
Eft HfcfET THERE REET Eft WERE ERT ft) EfTcTt t, ^EfttET fftd ft fttcR, Tffft ft fttft HT^HcTlftw fftWR ETTft ft fftR 
WEE WTEftT ft STfftEHE ft ETERI ft aft R ftt- Et#ER ETEE EfttEWE (STHEHET HTR) ETSTE HTfftERft ftfftEH STTEeT 
EEEfTETE felfftftw ^Efft ftfRel 4/1, EEE TPpf EKETE ERR, EEETE EERF? - 423104 Eft ferfftfcT WE ft STTStH ftw 
ETEftT I 


3T3^ 


ETTej/ET:- ET^ft 


fftlcTf:- 3IEEEEER 


ERSE:- E^TERg 


fttft /ETE 


ERf / R4TET / ET. 
(RTfe ET.) 


ETE—EflH—ET. 


fftWEHH 


/eee 


SIR 


Eft fttEE 











[^TFT II-Wr§ 3(H)] 


28, 2018/9tm 6, 1940 
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New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1096. — Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transportation of Petroleum from the State of Maharashtra a pipeline should be laid for implementing Koyali - 
Ahmednagar - Solapur Pipeline Project under Koyali - Ahmednagar Pipeline by the Indian Oil Corporation; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to Shri 
A.B.Mohekar, Deputy Collector (Retd.) Competent Authority Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Second floor, 4/1, Varad 
Sankul, Nandgaon Road, Manmad - 423104, Maharashtra. Within twenty one days from the date on which the copies of 
this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made 
available to the general public. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka:- Rahuri 

District:- Ahmadnagar 

State Maharashtra 

Mauje / Village 

Survey/Block No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Lakh 

199 


00 

02 

22 


197 


00 

10 

26 


Railway 


00 

06 

73 


200 


00 

01 

13 

Trimbakpur 

56 


00 

22 

35 


57 


00 

19 

00 

Dhamori Budruk 

85/3 


00 

06 

41 


85/2 


00 

05 

48 


85/1/1 


00 

06 

92 


85/1/2 


00 

07 

68 


30/1 


00 

05 

59 


31 


00 

01 

94 


Nala 


00 

04 

42 


32/1 


00 

04 

51 


Nala 


00 

06 

61 


40/1 


00 

02 

04 


35/2 


00 

11 

71 


34/1 


00 

10 

59 


34/2 


00 

17 

05 


Road 


00 

01 

39 


28 


00 

18 

18 


15 


00 

09 

47 


16 


00 

01 

64 


14/1 


00 

11 

90 
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14/2 


00 

09 

81 


13 


00 

06 

16 


17/2 


00 

00 

09 


17/1 


00 

26 

32 


11/1 


00 

14 

40 


Cart Track 


00 

00 

85 

Dhamori Khurd 

Deb River 


00 

04 

39 


279 


00 

29 

61 


280/1 


00 

09 

77 


262 


00 

18 

75 


263 


00 

10 

74 


272 


00 

17 

14 


271 


00 

00 

95 


268 


00 

09 

83 


267/1 


00 

07 

82 


[F. No. R-11025( 11 )/6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


17 ^nt, 2018 

^T-Sir. 1097. —TOR #1 #TTT RcfTcl ?RTT t f# dieted F 3TTcRW f f# HdKI^ RRF F ^rfeRFT 
Waff # MRcIdH # foR RFRTeft - 3TdH4H J K - RTTefFJR ^rfeRFT FfM^HT # RhdMiH #3 s^flRFT 

3TTTO <fM^H (elk^ £TRT RWUfT RTTfj#: 

3fR ^tTUI RRFFR #1 ##1 ms^ellsjH f%TOT # WlRRT # fef^ 3TTTOFF Mel FlcTT t f# ##T ^ F Rll ?RT RT 
3 Td^#| if fMc! t, 3T# f#RFT TOT TOt ^FT RRTO t, TOlPT # 3lf#FR FT 3F#T f#FJ 

RTR; 

3RT: 3R, 7#k#T RRFFR, %'tfeRFT 3ffR Rsrf#3T F TOTlR # 3lf#FR FT 3R#l) 3TfSrf#FT, 1962 

(1962 cFT 50) #t EfTRT 3 #t \3TEfTRT(l) £RT TTFRT R#cRTT FIT TRlW FRcl ft? TO ^jkf F d4d) J l # SlfSfcFR FT 3RfF 
FR^ # 3FT# 3TTTO F^t RRFTT FRcTT f: 

Fllf TOf^RT, FIT RRd 3^#! if fMc! F f%TOg t, TO cTT#RF RT f^RFFt IjRT STfsRjRHT F FFF FT# # 
RTRFRf F# FfcRTT RTRTTRR FRRTT F# WTeTSR FRT #1 FTTcfl t, ?FF#TT f#F # #RR, *[f# # #t# f#OT? RTRT 

ii fefR RTRFf TOTFT # 3lf#FR # RTTOT ^ R. #T. #T#FR FRTF FTeTFcTR (3TFFFFT OTRl) RTSFT Flf#FT# s^Fd 
3TTTO <FNl^H faki'd, ^Rf# #f#Tel 4/1, FRF RTF7R diddl'd RTTO, WR HdKI^ - 423104 F# faRild RTF F 
SITS# #71 RTFFTT I 




<TIRJF>T:—FFR 

tviTelT— 31r?*KH J IR 

RR^T:- Hr?K|t£ 

#t#l /RTR 

RRf / ^cTFF / RT. 
(RTfe RT.) 

RFT—RfFT—RT. 

^FPFRT 

/<TclR 

3TTR 

TRf #teR 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

diddle) 

TF^STT RTRtTT 


00 

00 

84 


9/1R/1 /2 


00 

10 

23 


10/131/231/2 


00 

01 

31 


10/131/231/2 


00 

26 

03 
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"T^l 


00 

05 

82 


189/131 


00 

22 

08 


189/2 


00 

20 

07 


178/2 


00 

26 

21 


178/1 /3T/2/l/«r/2 


00 

08 

55 


178/1/31/1 


00 

23 

65 


178/1 /«!/1 


00 

06 

33 


[W. H. 3JR-11025(11)/6/2018-#3ITT-I/f-23678] 

TTTfRTT, 3TTT 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1097. —Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transportation of Petroleum from the State of Maharashtra a pipeline should be laid for implementing Koyali - 
Ahmednagar - Solapur Pipeline Project under Koyali - Ahmednagar Pipeline by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to 
Shri A.B.Mohekar Deputy Collector (Retd.) Competent Authority Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Second floor, 4/1, 
Varad Sankul, Nandgaon Road, Manmad - 423104, Maharashtra, within twenty one days from the date on which the 
copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, 
are made available to the general public. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka:- Nagar 

District:- Ahmadnagar 

State Maharashtra 

Mauje / Village 

Survey/Block No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Nandgaon 

Cart Track 


00 

00 

84 


9/1B/1/2 


00 

10 

23 


10/1 A/2 A/2 


00 

01 

31 


10/1 A/2 A/2 


00 

26 

03 


10/1A/2B/1A/1/1B/1 


00 

13 

31 


10/1A/2B/1A/1/1B/3 


00 

01 

11 


11/2 


00 

18 

35 


11/1 


00 

09 

67 


13/1 


00 

15 

89 


13/2/1 


00 

17 

28 


Dev River 


00 

04 

73 

Shingawe 

Cart Track 


00 

00 

24 







[^TFT II-TsFg- 3(ii) ] 


«TTOT 28, 2018/S1F3RT 6, 1940 


4785 












THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 28, 2018/SRAVANA 6, 1940 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 



[F. No. R-11025(11 )/6/2018-OR-I/E-23678 ] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 










[WT II—3(H)] 


^TR?f TFRR : ^Rl4 28, 2018/9IFRT 6, 1940 


4787 


1098.—'4^4 HKRK ^4 RfTT y^flcT ^TT f f% ^pftcl 4 STTcR^cp f f% W? TRif 4 4^1fcHi|H 

Wlf 4> l|Rc|£H ^ fcR "RRlcll - 31WFR - 'HlcHI^ %lfeRFT $ Rbi-IMi-H 

3TT4TR <4>M^H RhR 4^ £RT f^RT^ ^n41 RTf%R 

3fR 4^44l 7RRR Rl 441 WW f^RFt ^ y<MlvHH ^ fcR 3RRRR Mel RlcTT t f% 441 *[f4 4 Rl R 
3ij,^ 4 ^fMcl t, 3fk fuRR Riel f^RT^ RT4 tPT WR t, WltR ^ SlRlRR cf5T 3 rRt ftRIT 

RR; 

3Tcl: 3R, 4^44f 7RRR, %'tfeRFT afR rR|R MIsRcHIsjH (*[f4 4 WTtR ^ 3 TRrRR RT 3Rfa) 3rf4f4iFT, 1962 
(1962 R7T 50) £fRT 3 ^41 WTRT(l) £RT HRtT ^ I Rid ill RT RTPT RRl |R RR ^jRl 4 v34i|) J l ^ 3rf§rRR RT 3 rRt 
Rt4 ^ 3r 4 3TRm ^41 RlW RTcl f: 

Rif srf^i r! rhht aid,^-4) 4 fMct ^jf4 4 44 rr t, rr ctt4r r ^rr4 rf rRk^hi 4 gRT r 4 41 
7RRR ^ RfcRTf 7TRTRR ROTcTT Rl 'RTeTST R7T 4) RTcl t, ?r 4RT f^T 4l 41cR, *[f4 41 414 4]$4cHls?H f4w? RT4 
41 fcR Rid WT4T 41 aiRfRR 4l 7RPR 4 41 R 41. 444R RRR Rclcl-cR (3RRRT OTR) HOT Rf4RT4 ^iH 
affiiR <41417$ h feff44^, ^44 4f4iR 4 / 1 , dk J n4 otrr wr wtf? - 423104 rT RnRiid trt 4 

arreR 4 r trRrt 1 


d I eJ^>T:— WW 

4t4f /RRT 


TTcf / RrlT^ / ^ff 
(RllR ^T.) 


3>W^ 

RjIRT:— H|Rh<1> 

^ / RT_ J, 

-, 7T4—Tim—74. 
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333 /sf 


00 

27 

84 


336 


00 

44 

89 


'(I'kll 


00 

02 

72 


335 


00 

41 

16 


[W. 4. 31TT-11025(11)/6/2018-#3iR-I/f-23678] 

WTfrrrr, 3^TTrf%^ 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1098. — Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transportation of Petroleum from the State of Maharashtra a pipeline should be laid for implementing Koyali - 
Ahmednagar - Solapur Pipeline Project under Koyali - Ahmednagar Pipeline by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to 
Shri A.B. Mohekar, Deputy Collector (Retd.) Competent Authority Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Second floor, 4/1, 
Varad Sankul, Nandgaon Road, Manmad - 423104, Maharashtra. Within twenty one days from the date on which the 
copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, 
are made available to the general public. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka:- Malegaon 

District:- Nashik 

State Maharashtra 

Mauje / Village 

Survey/ Block 
No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Chondhi 

110 


00 

15 

14 


112 


00 

23 

68 


111 


00 

02 

41 


113 


00 

16 

36 


Nala 


00 

09 

73 


71 


00 

13 

63 


Nala 


00 

04 

02 


72 


00 

45 

62 


61/B 


00 

49 

02 


56 


00 

09 

56 


60 


00 

10 

23 


59 


00 

59 

02 


57 


00 

07 

94 


49 


00 

56 

03 


39 


00 

44 

34 


17 


00 

14 

16 
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[F. No. R-11025(11 )/6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


f^fT, 17^TTf, 2018 


W.3TT. 1099. — cj^ii OTRFR RTl ^TTT RffcT ^tcTT t f% dWRld R RR 3T|c|$A|<F t H£K|t£ RRR R 

^rfcRTR RRTRf cf> mRc|^H fcTR "cFlRoft - - TTfelTJ? ^IfcRTR uRiflvHHI cj> %RFRRR 

STRlcT <fM^H sTRT 4l$4cHlsH f^RT^ RTF?T RTflR: 

sffa c^RT HRc^k cFT WTcTT^R f^RRT cfc UdlwH i> fcTR 3TTRRFF RcffcT RlcTT tf^^tfr’-jftRRTT^RR 
W1 SrjTJ^fr R rMr t, sfk f^RTR RRR m^Mcil^H fsRfT^ RTRT RR TRdTR t, RRRlR R> STRRFR RR STfRt f^RT 
RTTR; 

3TR: 3TR, RR^RT RRRRR, %'tfcRFT sfft TstRrT R RRRlR Rl StRrfR RR 3RfR) 3 tR[RrFT, 1962 

(1962 RR 50) cf5t RRT 3 R?T RRRRT(i) £RT RRxT ? I Rid 4 f RR RrW RRcT f? RR ^ R RMRHl R^ STfSpFR RR SrRt 
RR^ R^ SORT 3TTRTR R^t RlW RRcfT f: 

RTlf Sff^T, RTf RRR Sij^-4) R cff&fcT ■J-jft if f%RRTR t, RR cTT^RsT R f^RFFT IJR ST^K^Rdl if zjrr RTcT R^ 
RRTRR R^t RfcTRT WTRR RTRdT RTl RRcW RRT ^T RTTcfT t, ?RR^ f^R Rl ^ffcR, ^ R^ ^ f%RHR RTFt 

R^ fcTR RRR RRRlR R^ STRRFR Rl RRR-T if R. 41. Rl^RR RTRR R>elRc^ (3TRRRRT PTf) HOT RlfSlRR^ #feRR 

STRTeT RRRk?TR ^Rfr Rf^TcT 4/1, RRR RR|cT Hid did RRRT, WR RRTRF5 - 423104 R7T RRsId RR if 

3TTSTR *RT RRlRT I 


3T5^t 


RTcf/FO-RF^ 
R^ /RTR 


ftTcTT:- q,cf 


R? / R4FF / ^ff. 
(RTt^ ^T.) 


7T4—^fUT—74. 


RRR:- WTRRg 
^FPFcf 


/RcR 


Rff ifteR 
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619 


00 

25 

04 


618 


00 

26 

27 


620/1 


00 

00 

67 


616/1 


00 

06 

14 




00 

02 

80 


616/2/1 


00 

10 

16 


614 


00 

08 

23 


613 


00 

29 

27 


609/1 /3T 


00 

25 

09 


609/1 /sT 


00 

22 

54 


518 


00 

03 

65 


522/1 


00 

14 

00 


522/3 


00 

13 

09 


522/4 


00 

09 

12 


522/5 


00 

03 

66 


52231 


00 

03 

20 


TJTT T/F 7 


00 

04 

47 


TP5TF 


00 

03 

95 


524 


00 

04 

03 


525 


00 

00 



523 


00 

15 

12 


513/1 


00 

01 

12 


cfjWT TTTcFT 


00 

00 

03 


512/1 


00 

01 

60 


512/2 


00 

15 

54 


TIFT 


00 

03 

83 


512/3/31 


00 

02 

81 


511 


00 

33 

77 


TTeFT 


00 

02 

05 


497/2 


00 

03 

81 


497/1 /T 


00 

07 

47 


497/1/31 


00 

15 

63 


'TFeTT 


00 

04 

05 


60 


00 

13 

08 


7T5TT 


00 

01 

31 


59 


00 

10 

05 


58 


00 

09 

50 


57 


00 

08 

93 
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56 


00 

04 

95 


55 


00 

06 

03 


53 


00 

14 

99 


52 


00 

06 

03 


51 


00 

11 

49 


88 


00 

08 

24 




00 

02 

04 


89/2 


00 

06 

62 


[W. 4. 3TF-11025(11 )/6/201 8-#3?TT-I/f -23678] 

WTfTTH, 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1099. —Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transportation of Petroleum from the State of Maharashtra a pipeline should be laid for implementing Koyali - 
Ahmednagar - Solapur Pipeline Project under Koyali - Ahmednagar Pipeline by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person who is interested in the land described in the said Schedule may submit objection in writing to 
Shri A.B. Mohekar, Deputy Collector (Retd.) Competent Authority Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Second floor, 4/1, 
Varad Sankul, Nandgaon Road, Manmad - 423104, Maharashtra. Within twenty one days from the date on which the 
copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, 
are made available to the general public. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka:- Sakri 

District:- Dhule 

State :- Maharashtra 

Mauje / Village 

Survey/ Block No. 

Sub-Div-No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Malyachapada 

44 


00 

06 

06 


Nala 


00 

04 

87 


43 


00 

21 

60 


42/1 


00 

34 

00 


42/2 


00 

18 

09 


42/3 


00 

18 

99 


32/1 


00 

27 

93 


32/2/1 


00 

21 

65 


31 


00 

11 

42 


30 


00 

17 

13 


29 


00 

19 

24 
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Unlined Canal 


00 


19 


953/2/B 


00 

15 

94 


890 


00 

23 

28 


Unlined Canal 


00 


48 


889 


00 


47 


874 


00 

14 

86 


873/1 


00 


54 


872 


00 


28 


869 


00 


96 


871 


00 


58 


870 


00 


98 


837 


00 

11 

38 


834 


00 


95 


835 


00 

14 

17 


Panjhra River 


00 

17 

16 


Cart Track 


00 


48 


651 


00 

33 

37 


654 


00 


28 


652 


00 

16 



Canal 


00 


39 


636/2 


00 


29 


636/1 


00 

12 



635/1/2 


00 




635/2 


00 


41 


634/1 


00 


66 


634/2 


00 


14 


Cart Track 


00 


89 


633 


00 




632/1 


00 


22 


630 


00 

19 

32 


628/1 


00 

19 



628/2/A 


00 




Road 


00 


64 


619 


00 

25 



618 


00 

26 

27 


620/1 


00 


67 


616/1 


00 


14 


Road 


00 




616/2/1 


00 


16 


614 


00 


23 
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613 



29 

27 


609/1/A 


00 

25 

09 


609/1/B 


00 

22 

54 


518 


00 

03 

65 


522/1 


00 

14 

00 


522/3 


00 

13 

09 


522/4 


00 

09 

12 


522/5 


00 

03 

66 


522A 


00 

03 

20 


SH7 


00 

04 

47 


524 


00 

04 

03 


513/1 


00 

01 

12 


Cart Track 


00 

00 

03 


512/1 


00 

01 

60 


512/2 


00 

15 

54 


Unlined Canal 


00 

03 

83 


512/3/A 


00 

02 

81 


511 


00 

33 

77 


525 


00 

00 

07 


523 


00 

15 

12 

Deshshirwade 

Nala 


00 

02 

05 


497/2 


00 

03 

81 


497/1/B 


00 

07 

47 


497/1/A 


00 

15 

63 


Nala 


00 

04 

05 


60 


00 

13 

08 


Road 


00 

01 

31 


59 


00 

10 

05 


58 


00 

09 

50 


57 


00 

08 

93 


56 


00 

04 

95 


55 


00 

06 

03 


53 


00 

14 

99 


52 


00 

06 

03 


51 


00 

11 

49 


88 


00 

08 

24 


Unlined Canal 


00 

02 

04 


89/2 


00 

06 

62 


[F. No. R-11025(11 )/6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PAW AN KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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I7^=rrf, 2018 

4F.3TT. 1100.-4^4 FFF4F, ^ffeTFR 3fR FlRfFT dispelled R FddlR 4l 3TRT44F 44 3TufF) 3 tRtR[FR, 
1962 (1962 44 50) 4?f RTF 3 4ff FWF (l) FTF RdFT Ffaddi 44 RFfF 4Fcf !|R, RTFT 4l FFTRF RTF H, 3, 
FFFFF (ii) FTfRF 14 Rld^K 2017 3 W 7375 R R44RTF FTFT FF44F 4l ffjflfcTFR 3fR RTffcIRT %T RRTefR 4ff 
3TfsRjFFT F. 44. 34. 2225 cTT^RF 14 %cR44, 2017 R PlHRHRsId FRTlFF 4TFfl t, 3T8TfF :- 

F4F 3#K^cHI 4?t 3TgR[7ft R :- 


3T5^ 


FTF-RTFRRR d^fftel- FFF fvjTeTT— 3T4FFFFF FFR - WRT^ 

4? F9-TTF RF 

R# 

F^ F. 

sfFFTeT 

Ff F. 

sfefRK'T 

\ \ 

3TT^ 

r r\ 

\ \ 

3TT^ 

r r\ 

FFcFF 

AlC'i 


AlC'i 

513 

00 

16 

0944 

513 

00 

16 

09 

517 

00 

01 

517 

00 

01 

44 


[44. F. 34T-11025(11 )6/2018-#3TTR-I/t-23678] 

RFFfRTT, 3T4RRf%4 


F^sT-RF 

17^RTt, 2018 

44.3CT. 1101 — 4^14 FF44F, ^rfefRR 3fR FlRfFT dispelled (’jRf R FRFlF 4l 3TfSf44F 44 34^4) StRtRTFR, 
1962 (1962 44 50) 4ff RTF 3 4?t FFFTF (l) FTF RFFT RlRtxIRl' 44 RFlF FFcf fR, RTF! 4l FFTRF RTF H, FFF 3, 
FFFFF (ii) cTT^RT 14 %cR44 2017 3 W 7257 FT W 7259 F4T dddRld RTFT FF44F 4l f^ffeTFR 3fR FT^fcRR %T 
RFTefF 4^1 3#K^HI F. 44. FT. 2215 cTT^RsT 14 RldFK, 2017 ff PlMielRsId FRTTfF 4TFff t, FSltcT :- 

F4F 3tRk^HI 4ff 3TgF[7fT R :- 




fN \ ■ 




1 F4FM—RTFFT4 

(vjI ell—^11^0 

F«F— R6KI^ 

4? FS-TTF RF 

R7| 

RK4T/FTR 

FTTFffeT 

rTftT/FTR 

FgFffeT 

FTFFfF 

Riel' 1 IN 

FTFFfF 

did J lid 

Rl# 

RTelFTF 

Rl# 

FTFFfF 

FFFRT 

Riel Rid 

ffftRT 

Hid Rid 

FFTFFfF 

RTelFTF 

FFTFFfF 

did Rid 

3TIFddid 

Riel Rid 

FFTRTF 

did Rid 


[44. F. 344-11025(11 )6/2018-#34T-l/f-23678] 

FFFfFTT, 3TFTFf%4 
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ERRATUM 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1101. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
number S. O. 2215 (E) dated 14 th September 2017, published at pages No. 7270 to 7272 in part II, section 3, sub-section 
(ii) of the Gazette of India, dated 14 th September 2017, namely:- 

In the Schedule to the said notification:- 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil:- Malegaon District:- Nasik State:- Maharashtra 

For 

Read 

Mouja/Village 

Tehsil 

Mouja/Village 

Tehsil 

Boygaon 

Malegaon 

Boygaon 

Nandgaon 

Bhardi 

Malegaon 

Bhardi 

Nandgaon 

Nawasari 

Malegaon 

Nawasari 

Nandgaon 

Khatgaon 

Malegaon 

Khadgaon 

Nandgaon 

Aastegaon 

Malegaon 

Astagaon 

Nandgaon 




[F. No. R-11025(11 )6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


17 ^nt, 2018 


44.3TT. 1102.-4^14 7174? 17, ^TfeEPT 3fR 7srf%5T 4 vSMdlh 4> 3TfSl444 44 3i#d) 3lRrRf44, 

1962 (1962 44 50) 4^ 4RT 3 4^ WfTTT (l) 4T4T 4474 ^ I Rid iff 44 4414 4741 ^4, 4T7cf 4l 4T4 II, 34^ 3, 

4434^ (ii) cJT^Rg - 14 RldH7 2017 3 W 7331 4 40lRld 4R4 VR444 4l sfR yi<fRl0 %T HdlcHd 4^1 

SrRRJTETT 4. 44. 34. 2222 clRfe 14 Rid *47, 2017 4 PlMicHRsId TRTI44 474fl t, STSjfcT 

73471 3lRl3j4HI 4^ SEJtqrft 4 




1 dtNilei- 71^1 

RjIcHI— 3^444*17 

- 4£]7|t£ 


41? 


d67l)et 

4MI/4IH 

dS3l)d 

41 4^0 

71^ 

4le(Rl 4,5 j0 

^I7IH4,7 


[W. 4. 4TT-11025(11)6/2018-3T34T-I/f-23678] 

444f4TT, 3T4T4f%4 


ERRATUM 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1102. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
number S. 0.2222 dated 14 th September 2017, published at pages 7340 in part II, section 3, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette 
of India, dated 14 th September 2017, namely:- 
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In the Schedule to the said notification:- 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil:- Rahuri 

District:- Ahmadnagar 

State:- Maharashtra 

For 

Read 

Village Name 

Tehsil 

Village Name 

Tehsil 

Malunje BK 

Rahuri 

Malunje BK 

Shrirampur 


[F. No. R-l 1025(1 l)6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 

Trf I7^rrf, 2018 

SPT.3JT. 1103 — 7T70T7, 3TR t RTtR ^ 3lftR7T7 3 rRi) srftRPR, 

1962 (1962 cUT 50) Rt EflTT 3 Rt RtfEfTTT (l) 4171 4 401 Tlftdtt 01 y J I 07c) ITR Fl7d t> 7104^ RR II, 74 U -S 3, 
BMIsl^ (ii) cTT^Rsl 14 ftldH7 2017 t W 71. 7324,7325,7326 R7 RFlftlcl RTTcl 717*17 ^ t^teRR 3fk 4l<fRl0 tn 
HdleR Rt 3#|7^HI 71. 01. 311. 2221 clltR 14 RldH7, 2017 3 RmRhReM TRlfETR 07<ff f, 31SlfcI :- 

73MxI 3lRl1jdHI Rt 3FJ7jtt t :- 




1 dtllTlcI- H4iy7 

fadl- H4.74I7 

7Rd - Htll7|t£ 

R? TS-TFT T I1 


Tit ttr 

RR RR 

Tit R0? 

RET RR 

Hlcil 

07*1 ^4,0 

Hleil 


161 

07'tl 6^0 

38 


163 

07ujl 

41 


164 

07ujl gg0 

40 


166 

07*1 ^g0 

43 


165 

07*1 ^g0 

44 


71^* 

07ujl gg0 

71^0 


168 

07ujl gg0 

45 


169 

07*1 gg0 

46 


171 

07*1 ^4,0 

48 


173 

07'tl ^4,0 

50 


174 

07'tl ^4,0 

51 


176 

07'tl gg0 

121 

07 'ofl 5 ^ 4,0 

177 

07*1 gg0 

122 

07ufl ^4,0 

182 

07*1 gg0 

127 

07tfl ^4,0 

181 

07ujj gg0 

126 

07vtl ^4,0 


[01. t. 37R-11025(11)6/2018-#3iR-l/t-23678] 

WTfRTT, 3T0TRf%0 
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ERRATUM 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.0.1103. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
number S. O. 2221 dated 14 th September 2017, published at pages No. 7328 & 7329 in part II, section 3, sub-section (ii) 
of the Gazette of India, dated 14 th September 2017, namely:- 

In the Schedule to the said notification:- 


SCHEDULE 


For 

Read 

Survey No. 

Village Name 

Survey No. 

Village Name 

Nala 

Karanji Budruk 

Nala 

Mohanpada 

161 

Karanji Budruk 

38 

Mohanpada 

163 

Karanji Budruk 

41 

Mohanpada 

164 

Karanji Budruk 

40 

Mohanpada 

166 

Karanji Budruk 

43 

Mohanpada 

165 

Karanji Budruk 

44 

Mohanpada 

Metal Road 

Karanji Budruk 

Metal Road 

Mohanpada 

168 

Karanji Budruk 

45 

Mohanpada 

169 

Karanji Budruk 

46 

Mohanpada 

171 

Karanji Budruk 

48 

Mohanpada 

173 

Karanji Budruk 

50 

Mohanpada 

174 

Karanji Budruk 

51 

Mohanpada 

176 

Karanji Budruk 

121 

Karanji Budruk 

177 

Karanji Budruk 

122 

Karanji Budruk 

182 

Karanji Budruk 

127 

Karanji Budruk 

181 

Karanji Budruk 

126 

Karanji Budruk 


[F. No. R-l 1025(11) 6/2018-OR-I/E-23678] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


tjf 17 ^nt, 2018 

3FT.3IT. 1104.— TOR, 7TTETRU Tsprg srfSff^FT 1897 4^ £fRT 21 7f> affc Tsff^JT 4T^T 

eil^NH (fft R vS44l J l 7f) StfepR cfTT 1962 (1962 Tpy 50) 4 ^ ETRT 6 sTRT JTCoT 471 JETET 

TRcl ft?, WcT 'H'lchK 7^ TfTjPTF PET II, - 3,^3115 (ii) ff TFFTTTfT 41 ftdl'cb 8 TT14 3T7fcER-2017 TpT 

Wchlf^ld, PRcl 7R7J7R 7f) ^rfeHR affa y|cbR)4> %T WleET, Revfl 7(5) Slf^RJTHT, 3TT^lf TfTRtTp 2379 

f^ffcp 29.09.2017 ETTEftef dH4KIH J ld f^TeTT TTETfT, 2380 Rdlch 29.09.2017 di^cH TTEff? f^TcTT 7jRTf7, 2381 f^ffcp 
29.09.2017 TTF^tel WfTT f^TeTT EETfT, 2387 fcpjcp 03.10.2017 di^cH 3TFN ftlefT TJEIf?, 2388 fcpjcp 03.10.2017 
FTP! 2396 fcpfcp 05.10.2017 di^cH RKld-HK f^TelT TJEIf?, 2395 fcpjcp 05.10.2017 dil^cH TfTt^cleft f^TelT EEIf?, 
2389 Rdi<h 03.10.2017 t?cR 2393 Rdich 04.10.2017 d^cH f^TcTT 3EJ7R 2392 Rdl<h 04.10.2017 XJcFT 2394 

fcpjcp 04.10.2017 di^flcH -TlH^HI foeTT 31ef7R P 3lf%cT 7FU71 TsfTRT WTT3TT P RPlRtd TETTcT STWcT 7f?T yfcffezff 
TfTl t?7Tf 1TRT fctcftf^lcT (Delete) f^PT ETTdT 11 


[W. P. 31TT-11025(11)177/2017-#31TT-I/f-9490] 

WTfPTT, 3T^T7rf%^ 
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New Delhi, the 17th July, 2018 

S.O. 1104.— In exercise of the power conferred by section 6 of the petroleum and Minerals pipelines 
(acquisition of Right of user in land) Act 1962 (50 of 1962) read with section 21 of general Clauses Act 1897, the 
Central Government hereby deletes the whole khasra number along with the entries of their respective whole area from 
the Schedules of notifications of Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas Government of India Number 2379 dated 
29.09.2017 for Tehsil Jamwaramgarh Distt. Jaipur, 2380 dated 29.09.2017 Tehsil Jaipur Distt. Jaipur, 2381 dated 
29.09.2017 Tehsil Shahpura Distt Jaipur, 2387 dated 03.10.2017 Tehsil Amer Distt Jaipur, 2388 dated 03.10.2017 and 
2396 Dated 05.10.2017 Tehsil Viratnagar Distt.Jaipur 2395 dated 05.10.2017 Tehsil Kotputli Distt Jaipur, 2389 dated 
03.10.2017 and 2393 dated 04.10.2017 Tehsil Behror Distt Alwar, 2392 dated 04.10.2017 and 2394 dated 04.10.2017 
Tehsil Neemrana Distt. Alwar; earlier published in the Gazette Government of India Part II, section 3, sub-section (ii) , 
number 41, dated 8 to 14 October, 2017. 

[F. No. R-11025(11) 177/2017-OR-I/E-9490] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


Rf ft"4t, 19 FjFfrf , 2018 

RT.3TT. 1105—RR#fR RRRR R M4)Pl48 RR iRpTR RTRRRTRR (i$Pr R RRRTR % srf^RTR RT RpR) 
3Ff!)ft48,1962 (1962 RT 50) (PtR RRR RRR WTR 7R 3rftft48 RfT RRT |) STTTT 3 # RR-STITT (1) % STSpR Rpt 
# Rf, RTTR RTRTT % RRTpTRR RR HI-^ftR ^RT 84 M4 srftnjRRT RW RT.3R 1815 RTpR 03.08.2017 pTRRT 
RRTRR RTTR % RRRT 32, RTR-II, RpJR 3, RR-RUR (ii) RT#R 12.08.2017 R pRT RRT |, RUT RR srfspjRRT R 

RRR 3)^j4l R ft ft ftp #ft?TT TTRR R Rf4Pl ; Rljf^aR, pFTT : RT^f ^ 'TJpT R, Riff RT TTRR R q RI 4l M R ^RRTRT TTRR 
4 tRTTRTR RR M 41 Pi 4 8 RRTTRf % RpRfR % Pf% tfRRR 3#RR RTRpRR ftrft?RR % RTTT pRTpRR ftiR RT "RTTTftR- 
fftTTRTR H lSH"IIS8 RpRTRRT” % RRST R RTRR'TTRR ftaift % RRTRR % Pf% RRRTR % srfsTRiTT RT 3 t4r Rt4 R Pft STRp 
3RSTR 414FI 4t; 

3^T RTF TTRRR STfsFjRRT RftRT RRRT Rl RRRoST RTT ft Rf 4fI 3^T RTF srfsift 4-H 4t STTTT 6 4t RRSTTTT (1) R 
3FJRRR if RSTR RTftrRTf) R RT#fR RTRTR Rf sPRft pRtf % ft |l 3 frr iprffR +R+K R RTF PPft RT f%RR RTR R RRTTR 
sffr RT| RRTSTTR ft RTR RT fti RTF -ijftr RTRRRTRR ft *4 ft % PfR 3TRftrR |, RRR RRRTR R 3rf?tRTT RTT 3TpR RTR RT 
fftPftRR PRT |l 

3TR:,3TR,RT4lR RRRTR,RtF RfsrftRR # STTTT 6 4t RRSTTTT (1) RTRT RRR RpFRf RT RRlR RRR fTT RRfTRT RTRRT 
RRrft | Pf W RpnjRRT R RRR 3)^41 4 PftftR '^Pr R RTRRRTRR PwR R RRRtR RT STpTRTR Sjf^R f%RT RTRT |l 

3|TR RftPl RRRTR RTF srfsiftq-H STTRT 6 RRSTTRT (4) SKI RRR RftFRT RT RRlR RRR ^R, Rf ft?R Rrft ^ Pi 
RRi 4 RRRTR RT 3Tf£TRTR,RR RTRRT R RRT^TR RlPpR R, RpTfR" RRRTR R ft fts fTR R 4 41 u R^fft PrRRRT R 

fiRT rPrr srrr rtrP?tr PtPrr r Rftd Prt; 




RRRfPr-Rljft-3TT 

PrRT-msf 

RTRR-3TTft?R 

RTR RT RTR 

'iRTRR. 

RRRTR 

|rrrr 

TTRR 

r44)rr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

TTRRTprSTT 

824 

00 

06 

49 

TFRSPJ-Rv 

931 

00 

02 

90 


921 

00 

00 

72 


954 

00 

04 

71 
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955 

00 

04 

47 

4tf4j3# 

500 

00 

03 

21 


499 

00 

03 

27 


[W. 4. anrr-11025(11)236/2017-#3?TT-I/f-13717] 

WJfTTTT, 3TTT 


New Delhi, the 19th July, 2018 

S.O. 1105. — Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas, published in the Gazette of India No. 32, Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 12.08.2017 vide S.O. Number 
1815 dated 03.08.2017 issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) hereinafter referred to as the said Act, the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land situated in Tehsil- Begunia, District-Khordha in Odisha State, 
specified in the Schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Paradip in the State of Odisha to Hyderabad in the State of Telangana by Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited for implementing the “Paradip-Hyderabad Pipeline Project”. 

And whereas the copies of the Gazette were made available to the public, And whereas the Competent Authority 
has under Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land is 
required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of the user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vests on the date of publication of the declaration, in Indian Oil Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: BEGUNIA 

District: KHORDHA 

State : ODISHA 

Name of the Village 

Plot No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

EKADALIA 

824 

00 

06 

49 

CHANDRASEKHARPUR 

931 

00 

02 

90 


921 

00 

00 

72 


954 

00 

04 

71 


955 

00 

04 

47 

BORIGUAN 

500 

00 

03 

21 


499 

00 

03 

27 


[F. No. R-11025( 11 )236/2017-OR-I/E-13717] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 

■rf 19 glgTTf , 2018 

^T.3ir. 1106.— +H.+U 4 Mdlpjqt) 3fjr TrWTTFT 4 4M4LI % 

3rfsrf4^nr,i962 (1962 50) (f%4 wf to arfsrf^nr w t) 4tOTTT3#^-OTTT(i)%3Ttf4r^rrfr 







[FFT II-TsFS- 3(H)] 


FTFT FTF FFFF : 28, 2018/FTFF 6, 1940 


4803 


Ft Ft, fttf 


y °h 15TF 


t” ff fff t 1 


' Mt 4M FF 94NH FF TFF i'14lF FF apraFFTT FT 3FFF FFTF F TFF am 3FFFT Ft 


FlFFT tt tt; 


sfrr ftp TrFFF Fp^d'-ii tt y Pfi fffft FF FFF5ST Fftt tf Ft ttl aflr <jTti arfsiipFF tt £!TTT 6 tt FFSTTI (1) % 
3TFFTF F FSPF FTf&FFtt F %t#)f FTFFT Ft 3FFft ftflt % ^ |; 

ajk ifF^tr F 44)1 ■>, F FTP ftflt FT f%FTT FTF % F?FTF afrr Ff FFTOTF FT FTF FT ft FTP Fjjfp FTfFFTTF' ftWF % 
Pi4 3TFPrF f>, FFF" FFFlF % STpohi v FF 3i 4"1 FFTF FF PP^d-M f%FT 

3TF:3TF, FtflF FTFFTT FTP arpTftFF tt FTTT 6 tt TFSTTTT (1) FTTT FFF FltPFT FT FFTF FFTF fF tt?^ FTTT tl M u 11 
FFTcft ^ ft FF apf^TjmT F FFF apj^jft F ftftffs ^P F FTFFFTFF ftsiTF % FFFTF FF STpFFT arfjfF ftFT F11*,; FTT 
FFtftF FTFFTT FTP arfsrftFF tt SHTT 6 tt FFSTHT (4) 51 <1 FFTT FpPFT FF FFTF FTF § ",, F|T pFST Frft ^ ft FTP Tj^P F 
FFFTF FF arfsTFFTT FF FtFFT % TTFFSITF tt Fitter F FFtftF FTFFT F ftf^F gP % FFTF Ftt P'Pd-HT F ■^F> ^TFF 
tftFF FTFF FFTfTm PPdd F ftf|F ftFTI 

3T5^ 


dgtP- ' 


FTF FF FTF 


ftFT-FFTF 


FTTF F. 


TTTF-tfflFT 
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[^TFT 11-^5 3(ii) ] 


'^TOT WT5T : 28, 2018/9tm 6, 1940 
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0 

00 

78 

0 

00 

78 

0 

01 

57 

0 

01 

57 

0 

00 

10 

0 

03 

51 

0 

03 

45 

0 

03 

45 

0 

02 

24 

0 

01 

82 

0 

00 

38 

0 

00 

47 

0 

02 

00 

0 

02 

35 

0 

05 

24 

0 

06 

93 

0 

01 

47 

0 

01 

03 

0 

02 

28 

0 

08 

42 

0 

00 

25 

0 

00 

26 

0 

00 

33 

0 

00 

27 

0 

13 

95 

0 

31 

57 

0 

02 

50 

0 

03 

27 

0 

00 

10 

0 

01 

27 

0 

03 

41 

0 

04 

51 
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447/1335 

00 

02 

67 


12 

00 

18 

32 


82 

00 

00 

73 


82/173 

00 

06 

15 


81 

00 

02 

18 


98/148 

00 

03 

91 


125 

00 

19 

54 


124 

00 

03 

90 


571 

00 

09 

50 


583 

00 

09 

65 


1828 

00 

05 

09 


1834 

00 

20 

68 


1837 

00 

09 

20 


1842 

00 

00 

34 


686 

00 

00 

10 


688 

00 

07 

76 


689 

00 

02 

04 


690 

00 

12 

18 


691 

00 

06 

50 


[TT. t. 3JTT-11025(11)/236/2017-#3JTT-I/f-13717] 

WTfTTTT, 3T^T7rf%^ 


New Delhi, the 19th July, 2018 

S.O. 1106.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas, published in the Gazette of India No. 35 Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 02.09.2017 vide S.O. Number 
2025 dated 28.08.2017 issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962),(hereinafter referred to as the said Act) the Central Government 
declared its intension to acquire the right of user in the land situated in Tehsil-Kukudakhandi, District-Ganjam in 
Odisha State, specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of petroleum products from Paradip in the State of Odisha to Hyderabad in the State of Telengana by the 
Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the “Paradip-Hyderabad Pipeline Project”. 

And whereas the copies of the Gazette were made available to the public. And whereas the Competent Authority 
has under Sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, has submitted his report of Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land is 
required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of the user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 
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And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user of the said land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vests on the date of publication of the declaration, in Indian Oil Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 
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2263/3123 


00 

28 


2263/3120 


00 

51 


2264 


00 

70 


2265 


00 

45 


2265/3363 


00 

27 


2266 


00 

53 


2267 


02 

28 


2268 


01 

40 


2269 


01 

11 


2272 


02 

28 


2279 


04 

19 


2280 


02 

53 


2281 


01 

89 


2289 


04 

65 


2285 


06 

95 


2288 


01 

61 


2127/3138 


01 

04 


2127 


01 

16 


2132/3132 



19 


2131 


02 

36 


2132 



10 


2127/3135 



67 


3354 


01 

52 


2130 



90 


2129 


01 

01 


2127/3136 



41 


2127/3137 


00 

44 


2128 



16 


2125 



61 


2125/3142 



24 


2125/3127 



50 


2124 



19 
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2123 



13 


2122 



17 


2121 



43 


2121/3847 



32 


2084 



61 


2084/3844 



60 


2083 



56 


2080 



74 


2060 



20 


2373 



87 


2374/3190 



63 


2374/3193 



10 


2374 



40 


2375/3359 



18 


2375 



84 


2374/3189 



29 


2374/3192 



33 


2059 



50 


2374/3191 



08 


2375/3360 



88 


2048 



77 


2049 



15 


2047 



76 


2041 



39 


2040 



56 


2039 



23 


2033 



22 


2034 



20 


2035 



10 


2036 



10 


2028 


12 

78 


2027 



74 
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2027/3740 



74 


2026 


09 

10 


2512 


19 



2665/3361 


02 

28 


2670 


02 

92 


2669 


04 

50 


2669/3252 



48 


2676 


07 

14 


2678 



10 


2677 


05 

07 


2716 


04 

28 


2715 



53 


2711 


01 

75 


2721 


01 

17 


2720 


01 

09 


2722 


02 

27 


2723 



12 


2709 


07 

20 


2724 


07 

33 


2725 


03 

21 


2729 


04 

69 


2728 


00 

46 


2735 

00 

05 

00 


2734/3250 

00 

02 

69 


2796 

00 

04 

17 


2803 

00 

03 

73 


2804 

00 

01 

71 


2805 

00 

01 

51 


2795 

00 

21 

04 


2795/3141 


00 

64 


2813 



86 


2818 



17 
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120 

00 

12 

67 


121 

00 

00 

57 


218 

00 

05 

12 


217 

00 

03 

26 

RAIJHOL 

1030 

00 

10 

17 


1031 

00 

06 

34 


1039 

00 

02 

89 


1037 

00 

21 

74 


1038 

00 

06 

22 


1131 

00 

04 

12 


1132 

00 

01 

30 


1131/2503 

00 

00 

10 


1133 

00 

09 

70 


1119 

00 

00 

18 


1119/2939 

00 

00 

26 


1140 

00 

04 

31 


1141 

00 

02 

06 


1142 


01 

10 


1143 


05 

49 


1114 


18 

86 


914/2525 


04 

40 


886 


00 

10 


907 


02 

77 


887 


07 

01 


888 


06 

86 


889 


01 

95 


892 


07 

75 


893 


04 

63 


870 


05 

45 


1191 


00 

10 


895 


00 

83 


869 


03 

54 
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1193 



93 


868 



76 


1194 



10 


866 



13 


1196 



10 


1197 



78 


865 



30 


864 



55 


863 



92 


861 



20 


862 



41 


2068 


11 

64 


2069 



17 


2069/2652 



21 


2070 



56 


2067 



16 


2066 



88 


2065 



13 


2062 



12 


2056 



15 


2049 


11 

53 


2036 



13 


2038 



10 


2039 



93 


2041 



10 


2040 



92 


2010 



15 


2005 



91 


1870 



10 


1871 



90 


2003 



25 


1872 



17 
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2446 

00 

03 

62 


2447 

00 

02 

51 

LANJIA 

1352 

00 

04 

14 


1350 

00 

02 

07 

BHAGABANPUR 

516 

00 

11 

34 


576/1212 

00 

04 

33 


578/1184 

00 

06 

60 


587 

00 

05 

36 


622 

00 

01 

35 


621 

00 

07 

06 


667 

00 

16 

08 


660 

00 

03 

24 


370 

00 

01 

28 


369 

00 

07 

13 


747 

00 

07 

65 


747/803 

00 

01 

65 


747/804 

00 

00 

78 


756/864 

00 

02 

77 


886 

00 

07 

16 

ANANTAYI 

1362 

00 

37 

40 


1436 

00 

18 

52 


1589/1797 

00 

02 

26 


1574 

00 

00 

78 


1572 

00 

00 

20 


1556 

00 

00 

58 


782 

00 

06 

95 


780 

00 

00 

82 


753 

00 

07 

46 


742 

00 

07 

34 

BONTAPALL1 

1156 

00 

07 

29 


1155 

00 

00 

99 


1153 

00 

01 

50 
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1153/2798 



20 


1167 



42 


1211 



39 


1220 



27 


1225 



06 


1223 



52 


1706 



25 


1758 



19 


1760 



83 


1761 



42 


1762 



26 

CHAKUNDAJHOLA 

201 



72 


201/372 



15 


202/367 



61 

MADHAPUR 

534 



77 

MAHADA 

236 



44 


238 



95 


239 



40 


239/2667 



31 


240 



35 


141 



26 


141/2943 



29 


141/2944 



71 


141/3166 



78 


141/3225 



78 


141/3259 



57 


140 



57 


142 



10 


142/2671 



51 


142/2788 



45 


142/3009 



45 


144 



24 
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971 


4 


92 
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1970 

00 

00 

39 


1969 

00 

02 

25 


1969/2867 

00 

14 

42 


1968 

00 

00 

16 


1968/2866 

00 

02 

86 


1974/2135 

00 

13 

02 


1963 

00 

08 

66 


1962 

00 

10 

19 


1961 

00 

20 

27 


1960 

00 

15 

31 

SIR1APUR 

4 

00 

15 

69 


13 

00 

35 

70 


5 

00 

23 

56 

KUSUMI 

7 

00 

12 

99 


330/1642 

00 

00 

10 


295 

00 

08 

65 


345 

00 

06 

37 


451 

00 

20 

08 


429/980 

00 

08 

32 


429 

00 

08 

76 


447 

00 

09 

91 


1072 

00 

00 

49 


447/1336 

00 

03 

87 


447/1335 

00 

02 

67 

ARJUNAPUR 

12 

00 

18 

32 


82 

00 

00 

73 


82/173 

00 

06 

15 


81 

00 

02 

18 


98/148 

00 

03 

91 


125 

00 

19 

54 


124 

00 

03 

90 

JUGUDI 

571 

00 

09 

50 
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583 

00 

09 

65 


1828 

00 

05 

09 


1834 

00 

20 

68 


1837 

00 

09 

20 


1842 

00 

00 

34 

BAIGANABADI 

686 

00 

00 

10 


688 

00 

07 

76 


689 

00 

02 

04 


690 

00 

12 

18 


691 

00 

06 

50 


[F. No. R-11025(11 )/236/2017-OR-I/E-13717] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 

■rf 19 *[TTf, 2018 

dT.aff. 1107.—4-"fid dT=bN if irffpTT 3fk TTEmTT ('sjP t 44414 % TfspTT ^ 3pT) 

3tR|P 44,1962 (1962 TT 50) (PiT ^m T^TET m TlPRdd TTT WT t) STTTT 3 # TT STTTT (1) % TsflT TpR 

^f df, TTTT ETTTT % 4dTP44 3fTT y|-J,R+ ifT 44M4 TpppdT TT.TT. 2019 dlPd 28.08.2017 pFTTT TTT9ET 
TTTT % 3H44 TW 35, TFT-II, 3, TT-T^T (ii) TETRI' 02.09.2017 t f%TT W |l IT TpEjTTT if TT¥ 3)^41 if 
PPPa ttPht tejt % ttRRt: Pm: tttt # ^(P if, ttRRtt urn if teePt ir d-Pidi urn if Ickmk tt 

4 il P 4 4 4c4Kl' % 4R.4£d % PP 4P4d 3TEFT TErRmT PPRd % TTTT P>4lPdd f%TT stf 7| "4HI'Cl4-§d J . Mid 
WTTTIT 4R..4I'4HI” % # TTITTTIT P?4ld % 44pd % P% 44414 % SffsmT IT 3pT iPf % pET 3EEf TRET hR 

TPUII # «ff; 

aftT dTti Tim I ^f 4 P 41 TTTT H d 4 "1 <=ST =h<i T§ sff I 3ffr ^$Tt> srfsiPd-H ^f SiI < 1 6 ^f TWTT (1) % 

SEjmE if TSET TTpmff t TrflT fRTR IT SUpff RlP % ft |; 

sffr 4 t-s 1-4 TTTTT if TT> Rh|£ TT RdK 4Kd % T?4 Id Sffr it? TETTSTR Tf dP IT f% TTTT vjP hi s.Mdi Sd f%W% % 
PRf STTprr I, TET 44414 % arfsEFTT TT 3pr ITT TT PPyTT f%4T |; 


3TT:3TT, dr-^ld 4 4IH FT 3rPP44 STET 6 TTSTET (1) TET TTT 9 lP-4T' dT TEpT iP fE lJd£KI 4)441 

TEff f f%IT srPl^Tdl ir ?p¥ 3)^P if PPPe lijfir if WETr^l P^M % EWE! dT arf^RTT SfprT f%4T TP 7 ; TU 

dr-sl4 TW TtF 3rfl)P4'H STITT 6 ^f TTSTITT (4) SKI 4SP ?lP>4f TT 4pl4 TTT ^TT, Tf Ps 9 T dPi ^ P Trp ^P if 
444)4 TT STfsTTIR W 4)4 IJ II % TTT?TT # TEpT T TT^Rt TTTR T Pf|T f)T % TTPT T^f PP447 T ^Tf; fTTST 
tftrr tuft TfprR 9 TT PPtt if Pftr ffni 




d $41 <d - 4,^.3 1 

PTT - TTET 

TTTT -#ft5TT 

414 TT did 

m t. 

51WT 

|4TTT 

TPTT 

Tif TffdT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

TlfRjr 

602 

00 

02 

54 
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2638 

00 

00 

81 


2643 

00 

01 

45 


2644 

00 

01 

10 


2635 

00 

01 

58 


2637 

00 

00 

64 


2617 

00 

01 

91 


2634 

00 

01 

26 


2633 

00 

02 

17 


2632 

00 

01 

30 


2631 

00 

00 

83 


2645 

00 

00 

19 


2630 

00 

02 

27 


2620 

00 

00 

92 


2650 

00 

00 

10 


2629 

00 

06 

36 


2651 

00 

01 

06 


2628 

00 

00 

10 


[TT n. <RTC-11025(11)/236/2017-3tarc-I/f-13717] 

WTfTTTT, 3T^T7rf%^ 


New Delhi, the 19th July, 2018 

S.O. 1107.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas, published in the Gazette of India No. 35 Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 02.09.2017 vide S.O. Number 
2019 dated 28.08.2017 issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962),(hereinafter referred to as the said Act) the Central Government 
declared its intension to acquire the right of user in the land situated in Tehsil-Buguda, District-Ganjam in Odisha 
State, specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Paradip in the State of Odisha to Hyderabad in the State of Telengana by the Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited for implementing the “Paradip-Hyderabad Pipeline Project”. 

And whereas the copies of the Gazette were made available to the public. And whereas the Competent Authority 
has under Sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, has submitted his report of Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land is 
required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of the user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user of the said land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vests on the date of publication of the declaration, in Indian Oil Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 
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[F. No. R-11025(11 )/236/2017-OR-I/E-13717] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


^r.air. 1108 —-h<«+. t a ^ MilPtdo sfk # 3#i % #w: m sr^r) 

arflrf^PT,1962 (1962 50) (1^ ^ WU W TO f) STTTT 3 # STRT (1) % arsfpT ^TTft 

* , ?TFR PR3PK % L|dlPt4P #7 yi<J>'R + 04M4 # srfspjR^T W.3TT. 2023 d I fl'dj 28.08.2017 f^PW WT9FT 

■STRrT % TUTTR WIT 35, WT-II, 3, (ii) rnft^ 02.09.201 7 t PtPTT W |l f*T SfRl^HI # WK T if 

#1t3TT 7TRT % d^lfH : anf^PT, Pftt : WPT sjfif if, #ft*TT 7TRT if MUI-fl 1 ? iT d<d4HI URf if ffRRR rff; 

MdlPldO ■ddlld! % 'iRd^d % f%% ift^R afnRT ^FFTf^FT PtRfdd % £TTT RMlPdd f%F ^ 7| "'ll•U’fh-tdUdK 
HISH dISd HR.Pl'dd l” % ddST if HISHdISd Ppild % y Pidd % f"T% ddd'ld % STfsldd< 43" SlPd % Pt4 SPTp STRUT 


19 ^prrf, 2018 
rPunr sfk 73^ trw 
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sfk <sxt> TT^PTT srfsnjPPT PT y M-Ml H'ldi PT ciy v \oST i st pf PtI 3flT <jTti sn&iM-y-H Pt STRT 6 PT PPSTTr (1) P 

3EJTUW t PSTP TrrflpPTfr P TpftP WR pt 3TPfT Rptt % ft 


sftr =h«-^Tl-M H<°hl < % 'dTh Rh l£ PT Rhk o h<4 % P553TP sftr Pp H-HI&IM pt HPT f% PP ^R-l 1 
f%P ppf&P f, PPP TI#r % pfsfPTT PT 3R3?p PTP pr Rfttpp f%PT £; 


' f£w£ P 


SET :3TP, P^Rj PTPTT pp pfstf^PP ^t STTTT 6 ^t PTPTTT (1) SI <1 yPP PTfrFPt PT y-qRl pr£ ^TT TRP si <1 

ptwr PTcft | {% pp srfsrgpTT P ppp 3ppjf% if RRiRa ^ p ptwttpp f%wP % puPt pt pfsrPR pf^p f%PT 

PTE; #T p^ftE PTPTT pp pRtRlPP # PRT 6 PTSTHT (4) UTT PPP Pl%PT PT PPtP PTP fP, PP fpf&T pft | f% 
PP # T#T PT pf&PTT fP PTPPT P PPT?TP # PTftP p P^Rt PTPTT # Rtf|p f|P p PPTP P?fr R"H44T P P/P 
ftPT fftpp PTPP PTPftPP PiRfcU! # Rtf|p ftPTI 


3T5^ 


pfrftp- spfrrpT 


PTP PT PTP 


f^TPT - PPTP 


'P Id P. 


TTPP -PtftPT 
SI 4 PH 











[W1 II-TsFS- 3(H)] 
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WTfTTTT, 3T^TTTf%^ 
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New Delhi, the 19th July, 2018 

S.O. 1108. —Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas, published in the Gazette of India No. 35 Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 02.09.2017 vide S.O. Number 
2023 dated 28.08.2017 issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) the Central Government 
declared its intension to acquire the right of user in the land situated in Tehsil-Aska, District-Ganjam in Odisha State, 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Paradip in the State of Odisha to Hyderabad in the State of Telengana by the Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited for implementing the “Paradip-Hyderabad Pipeline Project”. 

And whereas the copies of the Gazette were made available to the public. And whereas the Competent Authority 
has under Sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, has submitted his report of Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land is 
required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of the user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user of the said land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vests on the date of publication of the declaration, in Indian Oil Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: ASKA 

District: GANJAM 

State : ODISHA 

Name of the Village 

Plot No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

KUMBHARI 

1848 

00 

04 

89 


1847 

00 

00 

67 


1769 

00 

00 

87 


1768 

00 

05 

35 


1759 

00 

02 

59 


1758 

00 

02 

37 


1734 

00 

00 

10 


1735 

00 

03 

18 


1736 

00 

02 

08 


1737 

00 

01 

72 


1738 

00 

02 

47 


1711 

00 

05 

75 


1739 

00 

00 

41 


1693 

00 

05 

55 


1694 

00 

00 

55 


1696 

00 

01 

66 


1695 

00 

03 

10 


1654 

00 

03 

89 
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3789 

00 

10 

23 


3857 

00 

02 

66 

VENKATARAIPALLI 

343 

00 

19 

52 


343/2209 

00 

01 

49 

KHARIA 

3000 

00 

08 

20 


3007 

00 

15 

53 


1112 

00 

00 

10 


[F. No. R-11025(1 l)/236/2017-OR-I/E-13717] 
PA WAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 


25 2018 

^T.3IT. 1109—cET ^mr (R+m) arfgrf^TR-1974 (1974 TT 47) ft SIFT (3) ft FWFT (4) 3TTT TTT s>lRd4f TT 
t44t =tiv<-j ^tt i I ft c tiR' v t Rh lit % TT 5T. Tnr.TTTq". <j^t, 'hRm, ddlPi^-H ftf y i<|>R=h tpT 

44H4 TT fftEP 01.07.2018 4 30.04.2020 cfT 3RT% 3U%?T ft4 TT, ft ft Tft ft, ft RtI-H ft# % 
ars^rsT % 4 R^+d tf#! f i 

[W. 4. ft-38011/41/2016-ffr-l] 

4f4r ffr, fffsrr 


New Delhi, the 25th July, 2018 

S.O. 1109.— In exercise of the Powers conferred by Sub-Section (4) of Section 3 of the Oil Industry 
(Development) Act, 1974 (47 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Dr. M.M. Kutty, Secretary, Ministry 
of Petroleum & Natural Gas as a Chairman of the Oil Industry Development Board w.e.f. 01-07-2018 to 30-04-2020 or 
until further orders, whichever is earlier vice Shri Kapil Dev Tripathi. 

[F. No. G-38011/41/2016-Fin.I] 
PERIN DEVI, Director 


Tfff^ft, 25 ^ni, 2018 

*PT.3|T. 1110.— tRr Fffl (RtI-H) arfstf^TR- 1974 (1974 TT 47) ft SETT (3) ft 3WTT (3) (’I) iJTTT 
Hfftff TT WFT |tt 475 7TTTT7 Ud£kl ft WE? JETT ETE, 3PT7 eRut, f%7T E4M4, f#EFT ft f#ETT 
18.07.2018 4 17.07.2020 TT: spun aprf eRe fl4 TT, ft ft Tff ft, ft EftE ffTFT flf f EEFT f 4 ffjET 

ttrft fn 

[W. 4. ft-38011/41/2016-ffr-I] 

4f4r %ft, fffrr 


New Delhi, the 25th July, 2018 

S.O. 1110.— In exercise of the Powers conferred by Sub-Section (3)(b) of Section 3 of the Oil Industry 
(Development) Act, 1974 (47 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Pramod Kumar Das, Additional 
Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure as a member of the Oil Industry Development Board w.e.f. 
18-07-2018 to 17-07-2020 or until further orders, whichever is earlier. 

[F.No. G-38011/41/2016-Fin.I] 
PERIN DEVI, Director 
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25 Fprrt, 2018 

FT.3?T. 1111.— FF FFTTr (RfM) STRHRfR 1974 (1974 FT 47) # STKT (3) FFSRTT (3) (FT) FTTT FFW 
srfFFFf FT FFTT FRt fF FRF RTFTT Ud£HI ^ ff.’ft. FTF, #3ft, fDffTpF Ft f%FTF 04.07.2018 tt 03.07.2020 FF 
3RTFT 3RRT STTF^T g)d FF, FT 'tft HgR lit, FF dsTOl f%FTF Ffii F FFTF % '^xf if R<^trt FRrft f;| 

[FT. R. Fft-38011/41/2016-f%R-I] 

FftF %fT, f^F5TFT 


New Delhi, the 25th July, 2018 

S.O. 1111. —In exercise of the Powers conferred by Sub-Section (3)(a) of Section 3 of the Oil Industry 
(Development) Act, 1974 (47 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri V.P. Joy, DG,DGH as a member 
of the Oil Industry Development Board w.e.f. 04-07-2018 to 03-07-2020 or until further orders, whichever is earlier. 

[F.No. G-38011/41/2016-Fin.I] 

PERIN DEVI, Director 


SRT 3flT TTFRTR MdlH-H 


M fe#, 18 FjRni 2018 


FT.3R. .1112—3ffFTtfttF f%FTF srfllRdF (1947 FT 14) ^t RTF 17 F FJRFT if TRFTT 
RlWis % FFRFF % RFF R-t)^1 F^l RP" TF% FvjfFTTl % 41-d 3PJFST R RRa 3?)"&T 1 Hi =r> f%FTF FT ^>*-sTi-*1 R7FK 
dSl^TlRl+ [$+<«! ttr snr -4I4M4, |<GMK FRTF RW 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
24/2009^46/2010) FT FFTf$TF FFff | FT V;Tl4 RTFT J . FT 16.07.2018 FT RTR fFT FTI 

[FT. FF-16025/4/2018-3F1;3TR (FR)] 
Ft. F. fTFRI, 3TFT RfFF 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1112. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 11,12,13, 14,15,16,17,18,19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24/2009 & 46/2010) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the management of M/s Nagarjuna Cements Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government on 16.07.2018. 

[No. Z-16025/4/2018-IR (M)] 
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT 

HYDERABAD 

Present : Sri Muralidhar Pradhan, Presiding Officer 
Dated the 2 nd day of May, 2018 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C. Nos. 11/2009-24/2009 & 46/2010 


Between: 


Case 

No. 

Year 

Name of the Petitioner 

Father’s Name 

Worked as 

LC 

11 

2009 

Md. Thajmal Huseen 

Ahmed Huseen. 

Air Crusser Operator 

LC 

12 

2009 

P Krishna 

P. Ramaiah 

Operator 
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LC 

13 

2009 

P Nageswara Rao 

Kotaiah 

Belt Attender 

LC 

14 

2009 

Sk Abdulla 

Mohamahed 

Office Boy 

LC 

15 

2009 

G Matta Reddy 

G. Pulla Reddy 

Mechanic 

LC 

16 

2009 

P Satyanarayana 

P. Laksmaiah 

Crasser Operator 

LC 

17 

2009 

Ch Sudhakar Raj u 

Ch. Gopal Raju 

Welder 

LC 

18 

2009 

Koduri Venu 

Ramachary 

Lab Sample Boy 

LC 

19 

2009 

P Sambaiah 

P. Sambaiah 

Helper 

LC 

20 

2009 

T Krishna Reddy 

T. Narsi Reddy 

Welder 

LC 

21 

2009 

S Suba Raju 

S. Venkat Raju 

Welder 

LC 

22 

2009 

D Rama Krishna 

Kotaiah 

Operator 

LC 

23 

2009 

D Venkateshwarlu 

Kotaiah 

Attender 

LC 

24 

2009 

B Matta Palli 

B. Chanchaiah 

Operator 

LC 

46 

2010 

Ch. Shedhagirendra Raju 

Gopal Raju 

Welder 


C/o M/s. P. Venkateswara Rao 
G. Srinivasa Reddy, Advocates, 

Plot No.31, Sai Ram nagar, 

Near RTC Colony, 

Champapet, Hyderabad - 500 079 .. .Petitioner 

AND 

The Management, 

Nagarjuna Cements Ltd., Simhapuri 
Mattapalli Village, Mathampalli Mandal, 

Nalgonda District .. .Respondent 

Appearances: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. P. Venkateswara Rao & G. Srinivasa Reddy, Advocates 

For the Respondent : M/s. C. Niranjan Rao, M. Subrahmanya Sastry & L. Chandra Mohan Rao, Advocates 

COMMON AWARD 

The present dispute has been raised by 15 workmen challenging their dismissal from service dated on 7.5.1985 
contrary to the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and prayed that the dismissal order is to be set aside and 
to direct the Respondent to reinstate them into service with full back wages, continuity of service and all attendant 
benefits with full back wages. 

2. All the 15 Petitioners, in LC Nos. 11/2009 to 24/2009 & LC No.46/2010, have filed their claim petitions 
separately. But, as the material contentions and counter contentions in all these petitions are common, for the sake of 
convenience, all the cases have been clubbed together by order dated 9.4.2018 and common evidence for all these cases 
have been recorded in LC No. 14/2009. The averments in all these 15 petitions as well as in the respective counters 
filed by the Respondents are one and the same, hence, in order to avoid repetition, the contentions and counter 
contentions made in the petitions and the respective counters filed in these 15 cases have been taken up together and 
after hearing from both the sides a common award is passed. 

3. As can be seen from the contentions of the Petitioners the claim of the Petitioners is briefly as follows: 

The Petitioners were appointed in the Respondent’s organization in the year 1984 as Air Crusher 
Operator/Operator/welder/helper/attender/ Lab Sample Boy/ Mechanic/ Office Boy etc., on consolidated salary of 
Rs.350/- per month. The Petitioners were working under the Respondent with the utmost satisfaction of their superiors. 
The Petitioners formed an union in the name and style as Nagarjuna Cement Ltd., Workers Union affiliated to AITUC, 
having Regd. No.897 dated 30.4.1984. The above said union number of times submitted representations to the 
management to pay minimum wages to the workmen as prescribed by the Government of A.P. and also represented on 
so many grievances of the workmen. The union also issued notices to the management to go on strike from 25.7.1984 
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onwards for the above said demands. Subsequent to this a compromise was made before the Dy. Commissioner of 
Labour at Hyderabad. Thereafter, the Petitioners were allowed for duties. It is also submitted that the management 
with a grudge falsely implicated these Petitioners along with 9 other workers in a criminal case bearing SC No.84/1985 
by stating that the Petitioner’s union and other unions attacked with each other. But as it was a false case it was ended 
with acquittal on 9.10.1991 on the file of the Assistant Sessions Judge, Miryalaguda. Subsequent to the judgement in 
the above said criminal case the Petitioners and others approached the management to reinstate the Petitioners into 
service and the union also submitted one representation on dated 8.2.1995 to the management under intimation to the 
Commissioner of Labour for explaining the facts and circumstances, and the judgement, and also requested the 
management to reinstate the Petitioners into service. The management submitted a letter to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C), Nalgonda on 18.3.1995 stating that the entire matter is pending adjudication before the Hon’ble 
High Court in WA No.452/1985 and 234/1985. Hence no discussion can be made during the pendency of the writs. It is 
further stated that during that time the management might have issued charge sheet and show cause notices on the 
Petitioners. But those were not served on the Petitioners, who were not aware of the enquiry also. It is also stated that 
WA No.125/1985 and WP No.1022/1985 both are disposed off by the Hon’ble High Court of A.P., Hyderabad on 
24.11.1988 by observing that the management by conducting a domestic enquiry dismissed the workmen. So the Writ 
appeals are no more pending and dismissed as infructuous. Subsequent to this judgment; in SC No.84/1985 judgement 
was also delivered on 9.10.1991 by acquitting the Petitioners. After this judgement the Petitioners and similarly 
situated persons, number of times approached the management for their reinstatement. But the management informed 
that they will inform by sending letters for their reinstatement. Therefore the Petitioners kept quite. It is stated that as 
per the allegation of the management the Petitioners attacked on the staffs of the Respondent management and absented 
for one week. But the said allegation was false and baseless and the charges were framed only because of the grudge 
for giving strike notice, and even the concerned criminal case was ended with acquittal. The charges framed against the 
Petitioners were not specific and are not relevant with the present order of dismissal. It is further submitted that the 
Respondent terminated the Petitioners from service without serving charge sheet, show cause notice, thus, the enquiry 
conducted by the management is illegal, arbitrary, unjust and the enquiry was conducted against the principles of natural 
justice. It is also submitted that two similarly situated persons who had been dismissed from service along with the 
Petitioners were reinstated into service by the Respondent management. Those are: Sri Dasari Venkateswarlu (Welder) 
and Sri Suryanarayana(Electrician). But the case of the Petitioners was not considered. It is further submitted that 
having no alternative remedy the Petitioners were constrained to file these petitions. It is prayed that this Hon’ble Court 
may be pleased to set aside the dismissal order dated 7.5.1985 passed by the Respondent by declaring it as bad, arbitrary, 
illegal against the principles of natural justice and direct the Respondent to reinstate the Petitioners into service with 
continuity of service with all consequential benefits and full back wages. 


Respondent management has filed their counter statement with the averments in brief as follows: 


The Respondent management while denying the entire allegations of the Petitioners made in the claim statements 
have stated that the claim of the Petitioners is not maintainable as the claim has been made after a gap of 25 years. It is 
specifically stated that the Petitioners were appointed as Welder/ Air crussher/ crusser w.e.f. 1.1.1984 on a consolidated 
salary of Rs.400/-. The Petitioners while working in the Respondent’s organization were remained unauthorizedly 
absent w.e.f. 2.9.1984 without prior permission or sanction of leave from the superiors. Therefore, the management 
issued charge sheet dated 16.1.1985 to the Petitioners for habitual absence under clause 14(3) and 20(f) of Model 
Standing Orders. An opportunity was given to the Petitioners to submit explanation to the charge sheet by registered 
post with acknowledgement due. But, the postal cover was returned with the endorsement that, “addressee was not 
available for 7 days.” Thereafter the management has issued a notice of enquiry dated 6.2.1985 and the same was duly 
received by the Petitioners and the management has issued another notice of enquiry dated 22.2.1985 and the same was 
returned with endorsement, “addressee was not available for 8 days”. Inspite of service of the notice of enquiry, the 
Petitioners did not prefer to appear before the Enquiry Officer. Therefore, the enquiry was proceeded in absence of the 
Petitioners. But as a matter of fact of abundant caution, the said enquiry notice was also published in the Eenadu news 
paper dated 5.3.1985. It is also submitted that dispute of receiving notice and paper publication, the Petitioner 
workmen remained absent before the Enquiry Officer and there was no further representation from the Petitioners’ side 
and the management after taking all possible steps to notify the said workers about the date, time and place of enquiry by 
following the requirements of natural justice proceeded with the enquiry. In view of the deliberate absence of the 
Petitioners before the Enquiry Officer, the Petitioners were set ex-parte. Accordingly, the management representative 
examined two witnesses and marked Ex.Ml to M5 during the course of enquiry. Thereafter, the Enquiry Officer has 
also submitted his report on 12.4.1985 holding that out of the three charges levelled against the Petitioners Charge No.l 
is proved. Charge Nos. 2 & 3 about Petitioners’ past record and overstaying of their sanctioned leave were not proved. 
Thereafter, the Respondent after considering the gravity and seriousness of each of the misconducts proved against the 
Petitioners, found the Petitioners as guilty and passed punishment of dismissal from service by order dated 7.5.1985. It 
is also submitted that the pendency of criminal case bearing No.84/1985 and subsequent acquittal of the Petitioner 
workmen have no relevance to the fact of the present case but, as the Petitioner workmen were dismissed from service 
on the ground of unauthorized absence they have been dismissed from service and not due to their involvement in the 
criminal case. The allegation of the Petitioners that the charge sheet and the show cause notice were not served on them. 
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and the Petitioners were not available in the enquiry is totally false and baseless. In fact the Petitioners have received 
the enquiry notice followed by a paper publication. The management has conducted the enquiry following the principles 
of natural justice and prescribed law. Thus, the Respondent submitted that the allegation of the Petitioners is false and 
frivolous and the claim petition filed by the Petitioners be dismissed with costs. 

5. The domestic enquiry conducted in these cases has been vitiated vide order dated 22.4.2016 and held invalid. 
Thereafter the Respondent has adduced its evidence, the Respondent examined Mr. T. Sai Satya Murthy, Commercial 
Senior Assistant of their company and he was cross examined but the Petitioner did not like to adduce any evidence. 
The Respondents also proved four documents as Ex.Ml to M4. 

6. I have already heard the Learned Counsels for both the sides in the matter and perused the written notes of 
argument filed by the parties. 

7. As per the pleadings of both the parties, the following points are settled to determine the controversies of 
the parties 

I. Whether the action of the management of Nagarjuna Cements Ltd., in dismissing the Petitioners (as per 
cause title) is legal and justified? 

II. If not, to what the concerned workmen are entitled for? 

8. Point Nos. I & II: The Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the Petitioners contended that in all the 15 cases, 
the Petitioner workers worked in Nagarjuna Cements Ltd., Simhapuri Mattapalli Village, Mathampalli Mandal, 
Nalgonda District. In all the cases the Petitioners have challenged their termination order as illegal and in violation of 
the principles of natural justice. It is also contended that as an ex-pate enquiry was conducted by the management it 
was vitiated by order of this court dated 22.4.2016. Even though WPs were filed before the Hon’ble Court against the 
order of this court, there was no stay or suspension of the same by the Hon’ble High Court. The dismissal of the 
Petitioner is against the principles of natural justice and also illegal. The Learned Counsel also contended that the 
Petitioners in all the cases are illiterates and poor persons and they did not know the provisions of law for their remedy. 
Anyhow, the Petitioners had challenged their termination before the ALC(C), Nalgonda. There was a compromise 
before the Commissioner, but it was not implemented. It is also argued that the Respondent management implicated the 
Petitioners in a criminal case bearing SC No.84/1985 which was ended in acquittal on 9.10.1991. So the Petitioners 
could not think about the further remedy against their termination. So there are no lapses on the part of the Petitioners. 
It is stated that WP No.1022 of 1985, WA No.125 of 1985, WA No.452 and 234 of 1985 had been filed by the 
Petitioners which were disposed off on 24.11.1985. As because in all these cases the Petitioners were in confusion, so 
they could not approach the appropriate forum within a reasonable time and as such there was delay in filing of the IDs. 
The Learned Counsel contended that in fact limitation act will not apply to the IDs which were filed before September, 
2010 as per Amendment to Sec.3 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947:- In so far as latches are concerned, the 
Petitioners are being illiterates, and suffering with so many problems and under confusion of so many cases, the 
Petitioners could not approach this court in a reasonable time, and it should be examined very leniently. He further 
contended that the Hon’ble High Court’s as well as the Apex Court repeatedly reiterated that Industrial Law essentially 
meant to protect the rights of the workmen and sometimes it is called as biased law, biased towards workmen as reported 
in, 2000(3)ALD (85). Mere delay in challenging the termination would not be a bar to the adjudication of the matter. 
Claim of the employees can not be denied on the ground of latches. The Petitioners can not be deprived of their 
legitimate right merely because there are some latches. Limitation can not be directly apply in case of all uneducated 
workmen. When it is a good case latches can not be applied. He further contended that the Respondent management 
has made false allegations against the Petitioners. The allegation was that the Petitioners along with some others 
attached on the staffs of the Respondent management, and absented for a week, but the said allegation was false and 
baseless and charges were framed only because of grudge for giving strike notice. Even though a criminal case was 
initiated the Petitioners were acquitted. The charges framed against the Petitioners were not specific and are not relevant 
with the present order of dismissal. It is submitted that as the domestic enquiry conducted by the management was 
vitiated, the Petitioners be reinstated into service. It is also submitted that two similarly situated persons who had been 
dismissed from service along with the Petitioners were reinstated into service by the Respondent management, those are, 
Sri Dasari Venkateswarlu (Welder) and Sri Suryanarayana (Electrician). But the case of the Petitioners were not 
considered. It is further submitted that considering the materials available on record the Petitioners may be reinstated 
into service. 

9. In support of his contentions he relied on the decisions reported in (2014) LAB.IC 4266 wherein it has been held 
that, “ provisions of Limitation Act do not apply for adjudication of Industrial Dispute and the workmen can not be 
denied to seek relief only on the ground of delay in raising the dispute.” Relying on the judgement reported in (2015) 4 
SCC 458, he contended that, “ delay of 3 years in approaching the Tribunal against termination order - held in 
consequential.” Similarly in (1999) 6 SCC 82, he stated that, “ regarding delay Petitioner could not be deprived of the 
benefits under the Act merely on the technicalities of law.” In 2012(1) ALD 220(DB), “ claim of the employee cannot be 
denied on the ground latches. The Petitioner cannot be deprived of legitimate right mealy because there is some delay.” 





[W1 II-TsFS- 3(H)] 


*1K<T WTT : 28, 2018/9(FT I 1 6, 1940 


4853 


In 2000 (1) ALD 118, “the claim of the employee cannot be denied on the ground of latches in filing petition .” In 
2000(3)ALD 85, it is held that “ petition not liable to be dismissed on the mere ground of latches when the claim of the 
Petitioner is valid. The Supreme Court and High Court held repeatedly and reiterated that Industrial Law essentially 
meant to protect the rights of the workmen and sometimes it is called biased law, biased towards workmen. It cannot 
put forward technicalities to defeat the legitimate rights of the workmen. ” In 2000(4) ALD 584, it is held that, 
“limitation can not be strictly applied in case of uneducated workmen .” And lastly he submitted that as there was delay 
in filing the above IDs, the delay should be condoned and appropriate relief be granted to the Petitioners. 

10. On the other hand, the Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the Respondent in all the cases contended that as 
per the admission of the Petitioners they have filed these cases in the year 2009 challenging the order of dismissal dated 
7.5.1985 and as such these cases have been filed after lapse of 24 years. No satisfactory explanation is offered by the 
Petitioners about the unjustified delay. In fact, as per his contention prior to September, 2010 as per Amendment of 
Sec.3 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 there was no specific limitation for filing of the ID cases but it does not mean 
that after a lapse of several years a case can be agitated. In this case though the Respondent has adduced evidence the 
Petitioner did not like to adduce any evidence. It is not known what is the status of the Petitioners at present. The 
Petitioners being the workers of the Respondent management attacked the senior members of the Respondent’s 
company on 2.9.1984 for which a criminal case was initiated. Admittedly, the Petitioners are acquitted in the criminal 
case, but when the workers were involved in criminal cases they should not be allowed to work in the Respondents 
management. In support of his contention he relied on the decision reported in SCC 2008(118) ALR 400, wherein their 
Lordships held that , “Assault, intimidation are penal offences. A workman indulging in commission of a criminal 
offence should not be spared only because he happens to be a Union leader. The Act does not encourage indiscipline. It 
will be a matter of some concern if the opinion of the Enquiry Officer can be totally ignored despite the fact that the 
management is precluded from adducing any fresh evidence before the Labour Court. A union leader does not enjoy 
immunity from being proceeded with in a case of misconduct. The upshot of our discussion is that the decision of the 
Labour Court should not be based on mere hypothesis. It cannot overturn a decision of the management on ipse dixit. 
Its jurisdiction under Section 11-A of the Act although is a wide one, must be judiciously exercised. Judicial discretion, 
it is trite, cannot be exercised either whimsically or capriciously. It may scrutinize and analyse the evidence but what is 
important is how it does so.” In the same judgement relying on another case decided in the case of Government of India 
and another Vs. George Philip, it is observed that, “ overstay of leave and absence from duty was held to be not only an 
act of indiscipline but also subversive of the work culture in the organization, stating: Article 51-A(j) of the Constitution 
lays down that it shall be the duty of every citizen to strive towards excellence in all spheres of individual and collective 
activity so that the nation constantly rises to higher levels of endeavour and achievement. This cannot be achieved 
unless the employees maintain discipline and devotion to duty. Courts should not pass such orders which instead of 
achieving the underlying spirit and objects of Part IV-A of the Constitution has the tendency to negate or destroy the 
same.” 

11. As per his contention in view of the decision cited above, the Petitioners should not be allowed to continue in ser 
vice. He also contended that when the Respondent has adduced evidence in support of his strength the Petitioner did not 
adduce any evidence. It is not known what prevented the Petitioners to adduce any evidence. The court should not grant 
any relief basing on the pleadings of the Petitioners. In support of his contention he relied on a decision reported in WA 
No. 1159/2003 decided in the case of The General Manager, M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., Vs. Presiding 
Officer, Industrial Tribunal and another wherein it was held that, “the Tribunal has to simply reject the claim if no 
evidence is available on record, but we hasten to add that if a lis between the workmen and the Management can be 
disposed of on the strength of the evidence let in by one of the parties, the Tribunal is entitled to dispose of the same on 
the basis of available evidence and in such an even the burden of proof may pale into insignificance. But at any rate, 
the lis cannot be disposed of in the absence of any acceptable evidence on record. ” The Learned Counsel for the 
Respondents also relied on the case of Mahindra and Mahindra Ltd., Vs. N.B. Naravade reported in C.A. No. 1508/2003 
with C.A. No. 1507/2003 wherein is has been held that, “sympathy alone not enough to reduce punishment - On facts, 
use of abusive, filthy language against superior officer, held, did not call for lesser punishment than dismissal.” As per 
his contention when there is no evidence available before this court, the claim of the Petitioners can not be accepted. 
Similarly, he relied upon another decision reported in 2005(1) LLJ page No.1135 SCC, Employers, Management 
Colliery, Bharat Cooking Coal Ltd., Vs. Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union through workman, wherein his Lordships held 
that. As per his contention in the instant case the Petitioners have brutally assaulted the senior officers of the 
management for which they have been dismissed from service. The court should not have interfered in the dismissal 
order imposed by the management. 

12. He also contended that even though the Petitioners were acquitted in the criminal case why they have not made 
any representation to the authority for their reinstatement or come to the appropriate court for redressal. Even though 
the Petitioners were acquitted from the criminal charges in the year 1991 they slept over the matter for a period of 19 
years, they have not given any justifiable explanation why they have not agitated the matter before the appropriate 
forum. After acquittal from the criminal charges their dispute must be alive, the Petitioners have not agitated in such 
dispute. In support of his contention he also relied on a decisions reported in 2017 (153) FLR 234 in WP No.5960 of 
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2011 between K.R. Reddy and Industrial Tribunal-II, Hyderabad wherein their Lordships held that, “To claims arising 
under the Industrial Disputes Act - primary requirement to refer a dispute - is that dispute must be alive - the manner of 
espousing grievance is important factor. When the dispute is not alive no ecquittable relief is available for the claimants 
in the courts as per his contention.” “It is now a well recognized principle of jurisprudence that a right not exercised for a 
long time is non-existent. Even when there is no limitation period prescribed by any statute relating to certain 
proceedings, in such cases Courts have coined the doctrine of latches and delays as well as doctrine of acquiescence and 
non-suited the litigants who approached the Court belatedly without any justifiable explanation for ringing the action 
after unreasonable delay. Doctrine of latches is in fact an application of maxim of equity “delay defeats equities.” 

13. He further contended that a dispute which is stale could not be the subject-matter of reference under Sec. 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. In support of his contention he relied on a decision reported in 2000(84) FLR page 
No.673 SCC between The Nedungadi Bank Ltd., Vs. K.P. Madhavakutty and others, wherein it was held that, “the 
dispute has been not agitated for a long time which is considered as a stale claim and it should not be taken into 
consideration. He also contended that the doctrine of delay and latches should not be lightly brushed aside. Relying on 
a decision of the Apex Court decided in the case of Chennai Metropolitan Water Supply and Sewerage Board and others 
Vs. T.T. Murali Babu, in Cilvil Appeal No.1941 of 2014 arising out of SLP (C) No.15530 of 2013, he contended that in 
the above case it has been observed that, “A court is not expected to give indulgence to such indolent persons who 
compete with ‘Kumbhakama’ or for that matter 'Rip Van Winkle’. Such delay does not deserve any indulgence.” As 
per his contention if a man slept over the matter he is not entitled to get any relief, though limitation is not a bar. Lastly 
he contended that this Tribunal should not interfere in the punishment awarded by the management when the Petitioners 
slept over the matter for years together. 

14. As per the rival contentions of both the sides it is noticed that, in fact as the Petitioners assaulted the senior staffs 
of the Respondent company, one Police case had been initiated against them, but they were acquitted in that case. 
Even though these Petitioners were acquitted in the year 1992, they have not made any representation to the 
management to consider their case. But they filed the cases before this forum to get relief, and after lapse of about 19 
years they have approached this Tribunal. It is not known in these cases how many Petitioners have attained the age of 
superannuation, and how many Petitioners are in the age group of service age. The Petitioners have not adduced nay 
evidence to establish their claim. When the Respondent adduced their evidence basing on the claims of the Petitioners 
made in the claim statement, this Tribunal, does not feel it proper to interfere in the order of dismissal passed by the 
Respondent and as such the Petitioners are not entitled to get any relief as claimed for and as such, the Petitions are 
dismissed. 

Thus, Points Nos. I & II are answered negatively against the Petitioners. 

ORDER 

The action of the management of Nagarjuna Cements Ltd., in dismissing the Petitioners ( as per cause title) is 
legal and justified and the concerned workmen are not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. Hence, all the 15 petitions 
are dismissed. 

Award is passed accordingly. 

Typed to my dictation by Smt P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant and corrected by me on this the 2 nd day of 
May, 2018. 

MURALIDHAR PRADHAN, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner Witnesses examined for the Respondent 

NIL MW 1: Sri T. Sai Satya Murthy 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex.Ml : Enquiry report dt. 12.4.1985 

Ex.M2 : Domestic enquiry proceedings dt. 23.3.1985 

Ex.M3 : Office copy of the charge sheet dt. 12.9.1984 

Undelivered postal covers two in number 


Ex.M4 
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[77. tR7-29012/90/1994-37T^37R (ttr)] 
1 st. TO. fSRRJ, 37R7 77pTO7 


New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1113. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 09/2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar now as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Agarwal Brothers Contractor of FACOR Ltd., Boula Chromite Mines and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 16.07.2018. 

[No. L-29012/90/1994-IR (M)] 
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, BHUBANESWAR 

Present: 

Shri B.C. Rath, 

Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-cum-Labour 

Court, Bhubaneswar 


Between: 


Tr. INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 9/2001 
Date of Passing Award - 5 th June, 2018 


1. M/s. Agarwal Brothers, Contractors & 

Suppliers, Dahanigadia, Bhadrak - 756 100 
Orissa. 


2. The Senior Manager (Personnel), 

Boula Chromite Mines, M/s. FACOR Ltd., 

Po. Dhanurjayapur, Dist. Keonjhar, Orissa ... 1 st Party-Managements 

(And) 

Shri Nirakar Behera, 

At./Po. Silandih, Via, Basantia, 

Dist. Balasore, Orissa 

Appearances: 

None 

Mr. Ashok Kr. Sethy, 

Sr. Manager (Admn.) 

Shri B.S. Pati, General 
Secretary, N.O.W. Union 

AWARD 


...2 nd Party-Workman 

For the 1 st Party 
Management No. 1 

For the 1 st Party- 
Management No. 2 

For the 2 nd Party- 
Workman 


The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour vide its letter No. L-29012/90/94-IR (Misc.), dated 7.3.1995 
in exercising its authority conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (herein after referred to as “The Act”) have referred for an adjudication of a dispute “Whether the 
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action of the management of M/s. Agarwal Bros, a contractor of M/s. FACOR, Boula Chromite Mines in terminating 
the services of Shri Nirakar Behera w.e.f. 6.9.1991 is justified. If not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 

2. In his statement of claim the 2 nd party-workman has averred that he joined as a Helper at Boula Chromite Mines 
in the year 1986 under the 1 st Party-Management No. 2. The said Management issued the token bearing No. 3965 in 
his favour so as to enable him to work inside the mines. On 28.4.1987 the Deputy Manager of the 1 st Party- 
Management No. 2 issued an experience and morale certificate in his favour as he was working under the supervision 
and control of the 1 st Party-Management No. 2. It is his claim that he worked continuously under the 1 st Party- 
Management No. 2 from April, 1986 till he was denied employment on 6.9.1991 by the said Management. According 
to him his service was terminated orally by the said Management. Hence, he submitted an application before the 
Divisional Manager of the said Mines on 28.9.1991 for allowing him to perform his duty. The application was sent by 
regd. post and it was received on 1.10.1991 by the office of the Management as per postal A.D. When no action was 
taken on his application he raised a dispute before the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Bhubaneswar. In the 
conciliation proceeding M/s. Agarwal Brothers was added as a contactor of the 1 st Party-Management of FACOR as a 
stand was taken in the conciliation proceeding that the disputant was working in the mines through the contractor. As 
the conciliation proceeding failed the dispute has been referred to this Tribunal for its adjudication. 

3. Being noticed the 1 st Party-Management No. 1, M/s. Agarwal Brothers, and 1 st Party-Management No. 2 
FACOR appeared and contested the claim by filing separate written statements. In its written statement the 
Management No. 1 took a stand that the disputant workman was never employed by the Management No. 2 since he 
was working as a contract labour in the mines of the FACOR on being engaged by him. The disputant was receiving 
wages from him and he was required to work under his supervision and control. According to the said Management the 
disputant remained absent from his work with effect from 6.9.1991 and as such question did not arise to deny him the 
employment. After filing of the written statement, the 1 st Party-Management No. 1 did not participate in the proceeding 
in the later stage for which it has been set exparte. The Management No. 2, M/s. FACOR has contested the claim till 
last making an assertion that the disputant was never engaged by him and as such there was no scope of “employer and 
employee” relationship. Since the term of reference clearly indicates that M/s. Agarwal Brothers, who was the 
contractor of M/s. FACOR had terminated the service of the disputant workman, the 1 st Party-Management No. 2 M/s. 
FACOR is neither a necessary nor a proper party to the dispute and as such his impleadment is bad in the eye of law. 
There being no “employer and employee” relationship between the parties the workman has no relief against the 
Management No. 2 and as such, his statement of claim should be rejected. 

4. On the aforesaid pleadings of the parties following issues have been settled for adjudication of the dispute. 

ISSUES 

1. Whether the reference is maintainable? 

2. Whether M/s. FACOR is a proper party to this dispute? 

3. Whether the action of the Management M/s. Agarwal Brothers a contractor of FACOR, Boula Chromite 
Mines in terminating the service of the workman with effect from 6.9.1991 is justified? 

4. If not, to what relief the workman is entitled? 

In support of his claim the workman has examined himself and a co-worker and he has also filed a token bearing 
No. 3965 allegedly issued by the Management No. 1 and copy of the experience certificate issued by the Deputy 
Manager of the Management, copy of the representation of the workman dated 28.9.1991 made to the Management and 
copy of postal acknowledgement card showing the receipt of the representation of the workman by the Management 
which are marked as Ext.-l to Ext.-4. On the other hand the Management No. 2 has examined Shri Artatrana Rout and 
Shri Rushinath Sethi and exhibited documents like copy of the appointment order dated 13.2.1986 and copy of the pay 
slip issued by FACOR to deny the claim. 

FINDINGS 

Keeping in view the pleadings advanced by the contesting parties Issues Nos. 2 and 3 being vital to the fate of 
the case and inter-linked to each other are taken into consideration first. The specific stand of the Management No. 2 is 
that the disputant workman was never employed by him and he did not work under his control and supervision. 
Whereas, the 2 nd party-workman has asserted that he joined directly in the Management No. 2 as a Helper. Admittedly, 
there is neither any written document towards employment of the 2 nd party-workman by the Management No. 2 nor any 
paper to show that his service was terminated by the said Management. Not a single scrap of paper is also produced to 
establish that wages was paid to the workman by the Management No. 2. At the same time it cannot be over-sighted 
that the workman was engaged to work as a Helper i.e. as a labourer. Usually, no document is created/prepared for 
engagement or removal of a labourer like the disputant workman. Hence, the claim of the 2 nd party-workman cannot be 
rejected out-rightly on the ground of he failed to produce any authentic document towards his employment. On the 
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other hand it is emerging from the written statement of the Management as well as the evidence adduced on its behalf 
that token are being issued by the Management so as to enable the labourers/employees to work in the mines. The 2 nd 
party-workman has filed a metallic token bearing No. 3965 claiming to have been issued by the Management No. 2. 
Further, it is claimed by him that a morale certificate was issued in his favour by the Deputy Manager of the 
Management No. 2. Admittedly, the genuinity of the said document has been challenged by the Management No. 2. 
But, it is not disputed by the 1 st Party-Management No. 2 that the metallic token was issued by the said Management. 
It is the stand of the Management that tokens are also issued to the contract labourers also. On a close examination of 
the oral evidence of the witnesses including that of the workman nothing is found substantial to discard such oral claim 
of the witnesses in regard to the employment of 2 nd party-workman in the establishment of the Management No. 2. 
Moreover, the Management having admitted to have issued the token is required to prove that the 2 nd party-workman 
was a contract labour and his service was hired through the contractor M/s. Agarwal Brothers. Not a single scrap of 
paper is filed on behalf of the Management to prove that the Management No. 1 was ever issued with any work order 
so as to enable him to employ the 2 nd party-workman in the mines of the 1 st Party-Management. There is no serious 
dispute to the fact that the Boula Mines belongs to the Management No. 2. When the 2 nd party-workman has asserted in 
his testimony before the Tribunal that he was employed by the Management No. 2 and there is nothing substantial to 
disbelieve him in his regard and he produced the metallic token belonging to the Management No. 2, and there is no 
denial that the Management No. 2 admitted that the token is belonging to him, the burden of proof shifts to the 
Management to establish that the disputant workman was not his employee and he did not work under his control, 
supervision and payment of wages. That being the position of law the Management is found to have failed to adduce 
any credible evidence to establish his plea that the 2 nd party-workman is a contract labour. The 1 st Party-Management 
is at least expected to adduce oral evidence that during the relevant period M/s. Agarwal Brothers was engaged as a 
contractor or there was an agreement/work order under which the said Management No. 1 was providing contractor 
labourer. No document to that effect is also filed. For the discussions made above, I am inclined to hold that the 2 nd 
party-workman was an employee/workman of the Management No. 2 and he worked in the Boula Mines of the 
Management No. 2 for the period April, 1986 to 06.09.1991 continuously till he is stated to have been denied 
employment. 

As per the pleadings of the Management No. 1 the 2 nd party-workman remained absent from his duty on his own 
accord with effect from 06.09.1991 onwards. In this regard no evidence is available for the Managements to show that 
the workman had abandoned the job voluntarily Even if it is accepted for argument sake that he remained absent from 
his duty, the same being a misconduct on the part of the 2 nd party-workman is required to be dealt as per the provisions 
of the Certified Standing Order of the company. Punishment for such misbehavior can be imposed after an enquiry. 
Admittedly, there was no enquiry before the service of the workman is terminated. No claim has been made by the 
Management that it had issued notice to the workman when he was found unauthorizedly absent from his duty. Hence, 
in absence of any evidence towards the action of the 1 st Party-Management for unauthorized absence of the workman, it 
can be safely presumed that termination of service on the ground of unauthorized absence was not justified and it 
cannot be tenable in the eye of law. There is no evidence from the side of the Management No. 2 to show that the 
workman was compensated and paid notice pay as required under section 25-F of the I.D. Act. On the other hand the 
oral testimony of the workman coupled with his action in forwarding a representation vide Ext.-3 and Ext.-4 clearly 
reveals that there was no delay on his part to put-forth his grievances before the authority of the Management No. 2 as 
well as the labour machinery. Hence, the dispute raised by the workman cannot be said after-thought or the same was 
raised at a belated stage. Thus, the termination of service of the 2 nd party-workman on 6.9.1991 by the Management 
No. 2 is found to be illegal and unjustified. 

Coming to the issue of maintainability it is the stand of the Management No. 2 that he is not a necessary party to 
the reference as he was not the immediate employer of the 2 nd party-workman. But, in view of my discussions and 
findings on fore-going paras that it can be safely said that the Management No. 2 was the real employer of the 2 nd 
party-workman. As such, he is a necessary and proper party to the reference and the reference is maintainable against 
him. As a matter of settled principles the relationship of the parties to an industrial dispute cannot be adjudged from the 
term of the reference and the relationship is to be determined from the pleadings and evidence of the parties advanced 
in the reference. Hence, the Management No. 2 cannot take a millage from the reference on account of he being shown 
as a principal employer, when the evidence and materials placed before the Tribunal clearly establish the relationship of 
employer and employee between the Management No. 2 and the 2 nd party-workman. Hence, the issue of maintainability 
is answered in favour of the 2 nd party-workman. 

Coming to the point of relief to which the disputant workman is entitled to, it is seen that his service was 
dispensed with without compliance of the provisions of Section 25-F. As per the settled principles of the Hon’ble Apex 
Court in recent past reinstatement with back wages is not automatic, in case the termination is found illegal and 
unjustified. Compensation in lieu of reinstatement can be awarded and as such nature of relief to be granted in the case 
depends upon various factors like mode of appointment, nature of appointment, length of service, factors under which 
the termination was effected etc. Coming to the case at hand it is seen that the alleged termination of service was 
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related to the year 1991 and in the meanwhile 27 years have elapsed. In the meanwhile the disputant must have either 
attained the age of superannuation or near the same age. He worked for the Management for four to five years only. 
There is also no pleading and evidence to suggest that employment opportunity is still available in the Management No. 
2 to reinstate the disputant workman. Having regard to the above facts and circumstances of the case, in my opinion it 
would be just and appropriate to award compensation in lump-sum in lieu of a direction for reinstatement of the 
disputant workman with or without wages. 

Hence, it is ordered. The Management is directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 3.0 lakhs (three lakhs) to the 
disputant workman for his illegal and unjustified termination in lieu of his reinstatement. The said compensation shall 
be paid within three months from the date of publication of the award failing which the workman is entitled to receive 
interest at a rate of 8% per annum on the compensation amount with effect from the date of publication of the award. 

The reference is answered accordingly. A copy of the award be sent immediately as per the Rule for its 
publication. Free copy of the award be also furnished to the parties after its notification. 

Dictated & Corrected by me. 

B. C. RATH, Presiding Officer 

M 18 2018 
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S4 16.07.2018 S4 WE fET STI 

[E. tRJ-27012/19/2015-3JT^3TR (PE)] 


ST. ST. fEEPg, ES 4 EfSE 


New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1114. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 09/2016) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar now as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Hindustan Zinc Limited and their workman, which was received by the Central Government on 
16.07.2018. 

[No. L-27012/19/2015-IR (M)] 
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, BHUBANESWAR 
Present: 


Shri B.C. Rath, 

Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 9/2016 
Date of Passing Award - 4 th June, 2018 

Between: 


1. The Vice President (HR), 

Hindustan Zinc Ltd., 

Yashad Bhawan, Udaipur, 

Rajasthan - 313 004 

2. The Company Secretary, 

Hindustan Zinc Ltd., 

Yashad Bhawan, Udaipur, 

Raj asthan - 313 004 ... 1 st Party-Managements 


(And) 
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Shri Gouranga Charan Sa, 

Via. Khutumunda, Po. Ujalpur, 

Ps. Lephripada, Dist. Sundargarh, 

Odisha, Pin - 770 001 .. .2 nd Party-Workman 

Appearances: 

None ... For the 1 st Party-Managements 

Shri Gouranga Charan Sa. ... For the Himself the 2 nd Party-Workman 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour vide its letter No. L-27012/19/2015-IR(M), dated 
22.01.2016 in exercising its authority conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (herein after referred to as “The Act”) have referred for an adjudication of a dispute 
“whether the dismissal order passed by the Senior Manager Mines, Sargipali holds good inspite of acquittal of the 
workman in the criminal case by Hon’ble S.D.J.M., Sundargarh? If not, what relief the workman is entitled to? 2. 
Whether the workman is entitled to full VRS amount along with interest and Pension? If not, what relief he is entitled 
to?” 

2. As it emerges from the statement of claim filed by the individual disputant workman that he was working as a 
Mines Attendant in the establishment of the 1 st Party-Management situated in the district of Sundargarh with effect 
from 13.8.1982 to 20.03.2002 when he was discharged from service illegally. On 02.12.2000 he was issued with a 
charge-sheet-cum-suspension order whereby he was alleged to have committed certain serious misconducts as 
mentioned in Clause 17(27) and clause 17(32) of the Certified Standing Order of the Management-Company. He 
submitted his explanation on 16.12.2000. But, the 1 st Party-Management discharged him from his service all of a 
sudden on 20.3.2002 without complying the provisions of the I.D. Act. It is alleged by him that he was dismissed from 
service because a criminal case was registered against him u/s. 468/471/499 IPC vide G.R. Case No. 639/2000 in the 
court of S.D.J.M., Sundargarh. He was acquitted by the said Court in the event of pronouncement of the judgement on 
18.7.2006. A general revision was preferred by the disputant workman against such judgement of acquittal. But, the 
general revision No. 920/2006 was dismissed by the Hon’ble High Court on 7.12.2009. It is the claim of the disputant 
workman that when he has been acquitted in the criminal case, his discharge on account of his involvement in the 
criminal case is itself illegal and unjustified. Hence, he preferred a Writ vide O.J.C. No. 13281/2000 challenging his 
discharge order. The writ was disposed of by the Hon’ble High Court on 04.08.2012 with the observation that the case 
is not maintainable as the 1 st Party-Management is not a government organization. Accordingly he raised a dispute 
before the labour machinery resulting in the reference as mentioned earlier. In his claim statement it has been prayed 
that the discharge of the workman be treated as V.R.S. and he shall be allowed all service benefits under the V.R.S. 

3. Though, the Management appeared and submitted its written statement after being noticed by the Tribunal, in 
later stage he was set exparte for his default in taking any further steps. In its written statement the Management 
resisted the claim contending that the reference is bad in law in view of the dispute having been raised after lapse of 
fourteen years from the date of termination of the workman. As the Management failed to prosecute the matter after 
filing its written statement, it was set exparte. 

4. The workman has examined himself as W.W.-l in exparte hearing and filed documents like copy of the joining 
order of the workman dated 13.8.1982, copy of the offer of appointment dated 24.7.1982, copy of the confirmation 
order dated 28.8.1983, copy of the charge-sheet-cum-suspension order dated 2.12.2000, copy of the simple discharge 
order of the Management dated 20.3.2002, copy of the non-approval of V.R.S. Scheme dated 13.7.2001, copy of the 
judgement order of S.D.J.M., Sundargarh in G.R. Case No. 639/2000 dated 18.7.2006, copy of the judgement dated 
7.12.2009 in Cr. Rev. No. 920/2006 of the Hon’ble High Court, copy of the Advocate Notice dated 29.10.2010 and 
copy of the O.J.C. No. 13281 of 2000 dated 14.8.2012 in support of his claim. 

5. In his unchallenged and uncontroverted evidence filed in shape of sworn affidavit as prescribed under Order 18 
Rule 4 C.P.C. the workman has asserted that he joined as a Mines Attendant in the establishment of the 1 st Party- 
Management of Hindustan Zinc Limited on 13.8.1982 and he was allotted with an I-Card being shown as Employee 
No. 53206-0. A case was registered against him by OIC Lephripada vide G.R. Case No. 639/2000 in the Court of 
S.D.J.M., Sundargarh. On initiation of such a criminal case under section 468/471/419 I.P.C. he was discharged from 
service on 20.3.2002 after being charge-sheeted by the police and suspended by the Management on 2.12.2000. The 
police case having been disposed of with his acquittal by virtue of the judgement dated 18.7.2006 of the learned Court 
of S.D.J.M., Sundargarh, his removal from service due to registration of a police case/criminal case has also become 
bad in law. It is his assertion that as he has been acquitted in the criminal case, his discharge from service in the 
departmental proceeding initiated by the Management for his alleged involvement in the criminal offences cannot be 
maintainable in the eye of law. As such, the said order of the Management discharging him from service is illegal and 
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the same is not sustainable in the eye of law. As it appears from his evidence as well as pleadings advanced in his 
statement of claim that the workman has not claimed for his reinstatement with full back wages and service benefits. 
But, he makes a prayer for treating his discharge as V.R.S. and he shall be allowed to avail all service benefits being 
presumed to have taken V.R.S. According to him the amount paid to him at the time of his discharge towards his 
G.P.F., gratuity and subsistence allowance are not sufficient and inadequate. Such evidence of the workman remains 
unchallenged on account of the Management being set exparte. Further, in its written statement the Management has 
not challenged or denied the pleadings of the workman in respect to his discharge from service due to registration of a 
criminal case against the workman. The only objection advanced by the Management in its written statement is that the 
dispute was raised more than fourteen years after the alleged dismissal. Be that as it may, there is no alternate than to 
hold that the disputant was discharged from service with effect from 20.3.2002 on account of he being charge-sheeted 
in a criminal case pending before the S.D.J.M., Sundargarh. The judgement of the said court (Ext.-7) clearly shows 
that the workman has been acquitted in the said criminal case. There is nothing before this Tribunal to hold that a full- 
fledged departmental proceeding or enquiry was conducted with conformity to the principle of natural justice in which 
the disputant workman was held guilty for committing any serious misconduct as described in the Certified Standing 
Order of the Management-company for which he was liable to be discharged from service. In absence of such a 
pleading and evidence in that regard it can be assumed from the evidence and materials placed before this Tribunal that 
the disputant was discharged from service merely on the basis of he being charge-sheeted in a criminal case. Further, 
on a close reading of the documents filed by the applicant workman it is found that criminal case was registered on the 
allegation that the disputant entered into the service by impersonating himself in the name of Shri Gourang Charan Sa 
though he is known as Chhabila Kishore Bhainsal. Having been acquitted in the said criminal case it can safely held 
that he is none else than Gourang Charan Sa. As such the findings in the departmental proceeding was not good and the 
punishment of dismissal inflicted on the workman was shockingly disproportionate. Hence, having been acquitted in 
the said criminal case, his discharge from service will automatically can be said illegal and unjustified and the same is 
not tenable in the eye of law and such order of discharge cannot be held good when the disputant is honourably 
acquitted in the criminal case. 

6 . Indisputedly, there is no period of limitation within which an industrial dispute is to be raised. Further, it cannot 
be over-looked that the disputant had preferred a Writ before the Hon’ble High Court challenging his discharge and the 
said writ having been disposed off in the year 2012 it cannot be said that the disputant was totally in fault having raised 
the dispute belatedly. As per the claim statement the disputant has not asked for his reinstatement with full back wages. 
He has merely prayed for service benefit which is usually extended to an employee taking V.R.S. Having regard to the 
finding made above and the prayers put-forth by the disputant workman it is felt just and proper to direct the 1 st Party- 
Management to treat the period of suspension as duty and the disputant be extended all service benefits as if he was 
continuing in service till the date of his discharge and such discharge shall be treated as V.R.S. accepted by the 
disputant from that date i.e. 20.3.2002. Subsistence allowance and compensation, if any, paid to him, shall be adjusted 
from the V.R.S. benefits to which the disputant is entitled to. 

7. Hence ordered. The order of removal/dismissal passed by the Senior Manager Mines, Sargipali Mines of 
Hindustan Zinc Limited against the disputant workman does not hold good after acquittal of the workman by the 
Hon’ble S.D.J.M., Sundargarh, in the criminal case. As per his own prayer the workman is entitled to all V.R.S. 
benefits as if he continued in service till the date of his alleged discharge. Any amount paid to the workman towards 
subsistence allowance and gratuity are to be adjusted from the V.R.S. benefit. The entitlement of the workman shall be 
cleared of within three months from the date of publication of this award failing which the disputant workman is 
entitled to receive interest at the rate of 8 % on the benefit amount. 

8 . The reference is answered exparte accordingly. 

Dictated & Corrected by me. 

B. C. RATH, Presiding Officer 

M 18 *JoTli 2018 
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New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1115. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 58/2013) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Guwahati now as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., and their workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 16.07.2018. 

[No. L-30012/21/2013-IR (M)] 
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. GUWAHATI, ASSAM 

Present : Shri Mrinmoy Kumar Bhattacharjee, M.A., LL.B. 

Presiding Officer, 

CGIT-cum-Labour Court, Guwahati. 

Ref. Case No.58 of 2013 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute between 

The Management of I.O.C.L(AOD),. Digboi Refinery, 

Tinsukia, Assam .. .Management 

-Vrs- 

The workman Khayrul Anam Laskar (Deceased), 

Legal heirs Mrs. Jhinuk Begum Laskar & 2 Ors. .. .Workman 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : Mr. S. N. Sarma, learned Sr. Advocate 

Mr. A. Jahid, learned Advocate 

For the Workman : Mr. S. Chakrabarty, learned Advocate 

Date of Award:- 04/07/2018 
AWARD 

1. This Industrial Dispute between workman Khayrul Anam Laskar, since deceased and the Management of Indian 

Oil Corporation Limited (AOD) was referred by the appropriate Government vide Notification dated 27.08.2013 with 
the schedule as stated below: 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian Oil Corporation Limited (Assam oil division) Digboi 
Refinery, P.O. Digboi-786171, Dist. Tinsukia, Assam in dismissing the services w.e.f. 25.02.2009 as well as 
refusal to reinstate the service of Shri Khayrul Anam Laskar is justified? If not, what relief and with what 
terms Shri K.A. Laskar is entitled to?” 

2. After receipt of the reference, notices were issued to both the parties. They appeared and submitted their 
respective written statements. The workman in his claim statement briefly narrated his career in Indian Oil Corporation 
starting from 1991 and also described how he was promoted several times. On 20.12.2004 the workman joined at 
Dharmanagar Depot of IOCL where his primary duties were to prepare list of tank trucks for daily carrying of oil from 
depot, issuing slips for movement of tankers to and from depot, occasional taking dip of the tank trucks and tanks, 
checking density and temperature of the products, dip posting at SAP, unloading of railway wagons etc. On 
20.05.2005 Senior Manager (Operation) of IOCL came to Dharmanagar and called the him and enquired about the 
workings of Dharmanagar Depot including the grievances of the workmen. He then told his grievances against the 
Depot Manager Shri P.C.Das at the relevant time and also stated that Sri P.C. Das was involved in various 
irregularities. Meanwhile, Sri P.C. Das was transferred. At the time of his (P. C. Das) handing over of charge to the 
new incumbent on 21.5.2005 abnormal shortage of stock was detected and a fact finding Committee was constituted 
for ascertaining the reasons and circumstances leading to the abnormal shortage. The Committee conducted the 
enquiry on 27.05.2005 and 28.05.2005 and the statement of the workman as well as Sri P.C.Das were recorded. The 
workman stated as to how at the instance of the Depot Manager Sri P.C.Das the alleged shortage of stocks took place 
and how the records were manipulated to cover up the alleged shortage. An enquiry was initiated against Sri P.C.Das 
wherein he categorically admitted his guilt in connection with the shortage of stock and at the conclusion of the 
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proceeding Sri P.C.Das was held responsible for such shortage of stocks of three products namely MS, SKO and HSD. 
Based on the findings of the fact finding committee, disciplinary proceeding was instituted against Sri P.C.Das and 
subsequently his misconduct was proved and he was dismissed from service. The workman stated that he was targeted 
for disclosing certain truths before the enquiry committee and his action was one of a whistle blower but ultimately the 
authority issued a charge sheet against him on 05.10.2007 on the same charges which were already conclusively 
proved against Sri P.C.Das. On 29.10.2007 the workman submitted written reply to the show cause-cum-charge sheet 
dated 05.10.2007 denying all the allegations but the management not being satisfied with his reply initiated a 
Departmental Proceeding against him and appointed Sri C. S. Chakraborty as Enquiry Officer and Sri Sukumar Roy as 
Presenting Officer. The Domestic Enquiry was conducted between 01.05.2008 and 17.05.2008. In this connection 
the workman also stated that vide his letter dated 30.04.2008 he made a prayer to the Chief Manager (OPS) to 
change the Enquiry Officer and the Presenting Officer in the interest of justice but his prayer was not allowed. During 
the domestic enquiry against the workman the Presenting Officer all total examined 7 witnesses on behalf of the 
management and according to the workman the witnesses deposed that they carried out their duties under instruction 
from the then Depot Manager Sri P.C.Das and it was nowhere revealed in the enquiry that any irregularity or misdeed 
was carried out as per instruction of the workman. Meanwhile few employees of Dharmanagar Depot lodged a 
complaint dated 13.03.2008 by bringing some baseless and frivolous allegations against him. During the pendency of 
the aforesaid disciplinary proceeding, the management issued another charge sheet dated 07.05.2008 on the basis of 
the complaint dated 13.03.2008. Vide charge sheet dated 07.05.2008 it was alleged that on 08.03.2008 the concerned 
workman unauthorizedly caused loss of 7.4 KL of MS valued at Rs.3.17 lakhs . The allegation was that the workman 
extracted or caused extraction of 7.4 KL of Petrol from Tank No. 11 and in order to make up this resulting shortage, the 
workman transferred 4.52 KL Kerosene Oil from TankNo.13 to Tank No.l 1. Samples from the respective Tanks were 
taken in absence of the workman in connection with the allegations of 08.03.2008 and F.I.R. was also lodged against 
the workman in Dharmanagar Police Station and ultimately a criminal case u/s 380/408 I.P.C was also initiated against 
him. The workman stated that the allegation leveled against him as per second charge sheet dated 07.05.2008 was 
false, baseless and fabricated. According to the workman the proceeding continued and on the basis of untenable 
statements of a few management witnesses, the Enquiry Officer submitted report holding him guilty. It was also stated 
that vide order dated 12.10.2012 Learned S.D.J.M, Dharmanagar acquitted the workman in the criminal case being No. 
G.R. Case No. 108/08. The workman submitted his reply to the second charge sheet on 22.05.2008 denying all the 
allegations but the management having not been satisfied with the reply of the workman initiated the second 
Departmental Proceeding and as such the second domestic enquiry was also conducted between 15.07.2008 and 
26.08.2008. It was further stated that prior to the second charge sheet and the domestic enquiry, the then Operation 
Officer Mr. B.R.Gupta along with other officers forced the workman to write a confessional letter dated 21.03.2008 
at 9.30 P.M. at the residence of the then Operation Officer so as to use the same against him. It was specifically stated 
that conclusion in the first charge sheet was arrived at completely by overlooking the fact that the Sri P.C.Das was 
already held guilty on the said charges. Thereafter vide enquiry report dated 31.10.2008 the Enquiry Officer held the 
workman guilty of all the charges contained in the second charge sheet dated 07.05.2008. According to the workman 
the domestic enquiries proceeded in gross violation of principles of natural justice. When the response of the workman 
was sought on the aforesaid two enquiry reports the workman rebutted the contention of the enquiry report dated 
08.07.2008 and 31.10.2008 and thereafter vide single order dated 25.02.2009 Dy. General Manager (ZS), disposed of 
both the enquiry reports and awarded major penalty of dismissal from the service with immediate effect. Thereafter 
the workman filed appeal before Senior Employees Relations Manager on 06.03.2009 praying for his reinstatement. 
While the aforesaid appeal was pending the workman filed an application before the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
on 28.10.2011 for reinstatement in service with consequential benefits. Meanwhile the appeal was also dismissed on 
31.01.2012 and the management stated to Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) that there was no scope for review of 
the punishment awarded upon the workman. The conciliation, therefore, failed and a “failure report” was sent by the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner(C) to the Government of India and the appropriate Government referred this matter 
before this Tribunal for adjudication. According to the workman, in both the Departmental Enquiries the management 
proceeded completely mechanically totally ignoring the basic principles of natural justice and illegally and wrongfully 
dismissed him from service. He prayed for his reinstatement with all consequential benefits. It may be mentioned here 
that after unfortunate death of the workman, his legal heirs were brought on record on the basis of their application to 
which the management had no objection. 

3. By submitting written statement the management of I.O.C.L. (AOD) denied all the allegations raised by the 
workman. According to the management the reference was itself stale in as much as it was referred vide notification 
dated 27.8.2013 though the workman was dismissed on 25.02.2009. it was also stated that whereas the workman was 
dismissed from service in the year 2009, he took the matter to the Labour Commissioner in the year 2011. In the W.S. 
the management also narrated about the two departmental enquiries against the workman and stated that the workman 
was found guilty of gross misconduct in both the domestic enquiries and in view of the very grave nature of the charges 
he was dismissed from service. It was also stated that the Motor Spirit was adulterated by transfer of Kerosene Oil into 
the tank of MS in order to make good the shortage of stock. It was also stated that during both the domestic enquiries 
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the witnesses were duly examined and the workman was given full opportunity to defend himself and he had also duly 
cross-examined all the witnesses. According to the management there was absolutely no question of violation of 
principles of natural justice. It was also stated that after the submission of the enquiry report by the Enquiry Officer the 
management forwarded the enquiry report to the workman vide letter dated 25.11.2008 for filing his representation ,if 
any. Immediately thereafter the workman preferred a Writ petition before the Hon’ble Gauhati High Court for stay of 
the further proceeding in the Departmental Proceeding. The said writ petition was registered as W.P.(C) No. 54/2009. 
The Hon’ble High Court however, dismissed the said Writ Petition directing the workman to submit his response to the 
report of the enquiry officer and only after the order of Hon’ble Gauhati High Court, the workman submitted his 
representation against the findings of the enquiry officer on 13.01.2009. After receipt of the representation of the 
workman against the findings of the enquiry officer in both the enquiries, the management considered the responses as 
well as findings of the domestic enquiries and having found the workman guilty of very gross misconduct awarded the 
punishment of dismissal from service. While concluding the written statement the management also stated that a 
preliminary issue be framed regarding fairness of the domestic enquiry and such preliminary issue be decided first and 
if this issue is decided against the management, the management may be allowed to contest the reference on merit. 

4. The management also filed a petition No.105/14 dated 25.02.2014 along with prayer for framing of preliminary 
issue on the ground of the maintainability of the proceeding. Workman side submitted their objection to the aforesaid 
petition. This issue was taken up in Misc. Case No.06 of 2014 and vide order dated 09.05.2014 my learned Predecessor 
allowed the petition filed by the management and framed the following preliminary issue : 

“Whether the domestic enquiries conducted by the management of I.O.C.L (AOD), Digboi against the 

O.P./Workman namely Md. Khayrul Anam Laskar on the charge-sheet dated 05.10.2007 and another 

charge-sheet dated 07.05.2008 were fair and in compliance of the principles of natural justice?” 

5. On 23.11.2015 the workman Khayrul Anam Laskar submitted his evidence-in-Affidavit with a copy of the 
same to the management side. However before his cross-examination by the management, he unfortunately expired. 

6 . Management side examined 3 witnesses namely Sri Chandra Sekhar Chakrabarty (M.W.l), Sri George Ishorary 
(MW.2) and Sri Ripun Chandra Barthakur (MW.3). All the three witnesses were duly cross-examined by the workman 
side. 

7. During argument the management side submitted that 2 domestic enquires were initiated against the workman 
Khairul Anam Laskar on very serious charges of gross misconduct and on both the proceedings he was found guilty 
and considering the nature of his misconduct, punishment of dismissal from service was awarded upon him which was 
just and proper. It was also submitted that the workman was given full opportunity for preparing his defence during the 
proceeding of both the domestic enquiries. He was given adequate opportunities to cross-examine the management 
witnesses and all the witnesses were duly cross-examined by him. He also examined his witness. There was absolutely 
nothing on record to show that principle of natural justice was violated during the proceedings of the domestic 
enquiries referred to above. It was also submitted that the concerned workman was involved in adulteration of Motor 
sprit at the depot of the Oil India Ltd. by Kerosene Oil and the said action of the workman was duly proved during the 
domestic enquiry. Domestic enquiry No.l was initiated on 05/10/2007, wherein the following charges were brought 
against the workman. 

* “That while you were on duty at Dharmanagar Depot on 08.05.05, approx. 41.7 KL of SKD received 
from railway wagon No.SR 39398 was unloaded in MS tank Nos 9,10,11 & 12 under your supervision, 
which caused adulteration of MS in the said tanks. 

* TT No. AS-01J-5651 carrying HSD was unloaded on 10.5.05 under your supervision and you 
acknowledged and signed receipt of full 12 KL HSD through there was a shortage of 36 Itrs. of HSD in 
Chamber No.l and 3 while Chamber No.2 was empty and all the seals were not intact. 

* You signed challan No.000558 dtd 30.04.05 for 12 KL of SKO along with receipt of DD for full product 
value against TT No. TRL-4098 in the name of M/s. Chandan Majumder, Kalyanpur without actually 
dispatching the product from the depot. Being the Depot Supendsor, it was your responsibility to ensure 
product dispatch against the DD. 

* Similarly, you signed another challan No.000559 dtd. 30.04.05 for 12 KL of SKO along with receipt of 
DD for full product value against TT No. AS-01V-0375 in the name of M/s South Petroleum Agency, 
Sabroom without actually dispatching the product from the Depot. Being the Depot Supervisor, it was 
your responsibility to ensure product dispatch against the DD. ” 

8 . Referring to the delay in initiation of the first domestic enquiry it was submitted by the learned Sr. Counsel for 
the management that on the same matter earlier one Officer of Oil India Limited Mr. P.C. Das was found guilty and 
was dismissed from service and during that domestic enquiry against Sri P.C.Das the management came to know about 
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the involvement of the concerned workman K.A.Laskar in the said incident. Referring to the statements of the 

witnesses by the concerned workman learned Sr. Counsel for the management submitted that even during the cross- 

examination of the management witnesses the concerned workman did not deny that adulteration of Motor Sprit was 
done in his presence though the order for this was given by Sri P.C.Das. 

9. The second charge sheet dated 07.05.2008 against the workman was as follows:- 

“On 08.03.2008 about 7.4KL of petrol (MS) was filled from MS Tank No.11 in to Tank Truck bearing 
registration No.AS-01J-4105 which arrived from TOP Betkuchi with invoice quantity of 12 KL MS vide 
Challan dated 05.03.2008 under your instruction and thereafter the same Tank Truck was diverted to M/s. 
S.K.Patroleum Agency vide Challan dated 08.03.2008 with 12 KL MS and the aforesaid act resulted in loss of 

7.4 KL of MS valued at Rs.3.17 lakhs which was topped up to the said Tank Truck unauthorisedly by the 

workman without realizing the product value. While the workman received the Tank Truck and acknowledged 
the receipt of 12 KL MS against Challan dated 05.03.2008 although there was a short receipt of about 7.4 KL 
MS .On 09.03.2008, on Sunday, when no operation takes places in the depot for the period from 1 P.M to 2 P.M. 
the workman transferred about 4.52 KL of superior Kerosene Oil from TankNo.13 to MS Tank No. 11 in order to 
make up the shortfall in MS Tank No.11. Such willful contamination of entire products unauthorisedly resultant 
loss to the tune of Rs.41.20 lakhs of the Company. ” 

10. It was argued that there was absolutely no delay in initiating the second domestic enquiry and the management 
was prompt to issue the show cause-cum-charge-sheet to the concerned workman as soon as they came to know about 
the misdeed and misconduct of the concerned workman. It was also stated that in this enquiry also the workman was 
given full opportunity to defend himself. He cross-examined the management witnesses and also examined his own 
witness. Referring to the trend of cross-examination of the management witnesses by the by the concerned workman it 
was submitted that there was no denial of the fact that there was illegal unloading of Motor Sprit from the tank of 
Motor Sprit and Kerosene Oil was mixed with the MS to cover up the shortage. The concerned workman during cross- 
examination of MW. 1 in Departmental Enquiry No. 1 asked the witness as to whether during unloading operation the 
concerned workman was all through present or not. In reply to the aforesaid question the management witness replied 
that though he did not remember the exact duration of time taken for unloading and subsequent action but he clearly 
stated that Mr. Laskar i.e. the concerned workman was present during the entire operation till the end. Following 
rulings were relied upon by the management side. In “Baljinder Pal Kaur vs State of Punjab & others” reported in 
(2016) 1 SCC 671, Hon’ble Supreme Court held that acquittal in the criminal case does not automatically give the 
employee a right to be reinstated in service in as much as standard of proof in a criminal case is beyond all reasonable 
doubt but the standard of proof in a departmental proceeding is preponderance of probabilities. In “Central Bank of 
India vs Karunamoy Banerjee” reported in AIR 1968 SC 266, Hon’ble Supreme Court observed that the rules of 
natural justice will have to be observed in the conduct of a domestic enquiry against a workman. If the workman denies 
the allegations, the burden of proving the truth of the allegations will be on the management and the witnesses called by 
the management must be allowed to be cross-examined by the workman and he must also be given chance to examine 
himself and adduce other evidence that he might choose in support of his plea. In “Management of BHEL vs 
M.Mani” reported in (2018) 1 SCC 285, Hon’ble Supreme Court observed that criminal proceedings and 
departmental proceedings are two separate proceedings and that when domestic enquiry has been “held independently 
of the criminal proceedings, acquittal in criminal court is of no avail”. In “Sanjay Kumar Singh vs Union of India” 
reported in (2011) 14 SCC 692, Hon’ble Supreme Court held as under:- “The role of the court in the matter of 
departmental proceedings is very limited and the court cannot substitute it’s own views or findings by replacing the 
findings arrived at by the authority on detailed appreciation of the evidence on record. ” 

11. Learned counsel appearing for the workman side on the other hand, submitted that the charges which were 
brought against the workman in charge No.l dated 05.10.2007 were absolutely same on which earlier an officer of the 
management Sri P.C.Das was dismissed from service and in that proceeding the present workman was cited as a 
witness of the management side. According to him in view of the above, the aforesaid domestic enquiry dated was 
absolutely bad and ought not to have been initiated against the concerned workman. By referring to the statements of 
the witnesses in the first domestic enquiry it was argued that the misconduct was committed on the direction of 
P.C.Das for which he lost his job. On the same charge one of the witnesses of the aforesaid domestic enquiry could not 
have been proceeded against later on. In regard to the second domestic enquiry ( initiated vide charge sheet dated 
07.05.2008) the learned counsel for the workman side submitted that the witnesses simply appeared and proved their 
earlier statements and even statements of two persons who were not even examined during the proceeding of domestic 
enquiry were also exhibited and considered while submitting the final enquiry report. According to him there was all 
out violation of the principles of natural justice in respect of this domestic enquiry. He also submitted that a criminal 
case which was filed against the concerned workman ended in acquittal and hence, on the same issue he ought not to 
have been held guilty in the domestic enquiry. In respect of the domestic enquiry No.l, the learned counsel appearing 
for the workman side submitted that there was inordinate delay in submission of the first charge-sheet. In this 
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connection he referred to the decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court in “State of Punjab and others —vrs— 
Chamanlal Goyal”, reported in (1995) 2 SCC 570 wherein the following was held:- “ Delayed initiation of 
proceedings is bound to give room for allegations of bias, mala fides and misuse of power. If the delay is too long and 
is unexplained, the court may well interfere and quash charges. But how long a delay is too long always depends upon 
the facts of the given case. Moreover, if such delay is likely to cause prejudice to the delinquent officer in defending 
himself the enquiry has to be interdicted. ” It was also submitted by the learned counsel for the workman side that the 
workman was denied the natural right of appeal because the appellate authority was subordinate to the Disciplinary 
Authority and hence, it was effective denial of the right of appeal and non compliance of the fundamental principle that 
there had to be scope for appeal if the findings of the domestic enquiry is against the delinquent employee. He further 
submitted that the concerned workman was not given proper chance to defend himself. According to him, the finding of 
the enquiry officer as well as the punishment meted out to the workman by his Disciplinary Authority was totally bad 
in law. He also referred to a decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court reported in “Brij Bihari Singh vs Bihar State 
Financial Corporation” reported in (2015) 17 SCC 541 wherein it was held that rules of natural justice “are 
required to be observed to ensure not only that justice is done but is manifestly seen to be done ”. 

11. Let me now examine and consider the materials on record to decide as to whether the domestic enquiries 
against the workman were conducted with fairness and in compliance of the principles of natural justice. 

12. The witnesses of the management, in their examinations-in-chief briefly described the charges against the 
workman and also stated as to how the domestic enquiries were conducted and he was found guilty of gross 
misconduct. They also stated that adequate opportunities were provided to the workman to defend himself and he was 
also allowed to cross-examine the management witnesses during the domestic enquiries. It would be appropriate to 
mention here that since the workman unfortunately expired after submission of his examination-in-chief, he could not 
be cross-examined. 

13. On perusal of the records of the proceeding of domestic enquiry No.l on the basis of Charge Sheet dated 
05.10.2007 it appeared that the management witnesses were duly cross-examined by the concerned workman. It also 
appeared that the chargesheet was duly served on the workman seeking his response. During proceeding of the 
aforesaid domestic enquiry he was afforded adequate opportunity to defend himself. He cross-examined the witnesses 
produced by the management side and also adduced evidence on his behalf. Let me briefly deal with some of the 
evidence adduced during the above domestic enquiry. Sri S.K.Sinha (C.W.l) was produced as witness by the workman. 
A part of his evidence which was recorded in question answer form is quoted below. Herein under, “CW” means the 
witness produced by the Charge-sheeted employee and “CE” means the Charge-sheeted employee. 

“CW-1 to CE: My name is S.K.Sinha. I worked as Security Supervisor of Dharmanagar Depot of IOC Ltd 

(AOD) during Feb’2002 to April’2006. During my posting at Dharmanagar, I resided nearby the depot. 

CE to CW-1: On 30.4.2005, two SKO challans were prepared against which there was no physical dispatch, 

Was it known to you ? 

CW-1 to CE: Yes there were two SKO challan against which no TTs went out of the depot. 

CE to CW-1: Who ordered you to record these challans? 

CW-1 to CE: I was ordered by then DM(OPS), Sri P.C.Das, in presence of you. Of course, I asked both 
Sri P. C. Das and K. A. Laskar, as to why this false entry was being made. In reply I was told that these TTs will be 
dispatched within a day or two and this is being done only for making some adjustments. When I asked K.A.Laskar, he 
told that since Sri P.C.Das, has ordered you and he being the in-charge of the location, I should follow his order. ” 
The above quoted statement was given by the witness who was produced by the workman as his witness. A close look 
at the statement would reveal that there was clear complicity of the workman in the aforementioned serious illegality 
and misconduct. The record of first domestic enquiry clearly revealed that the workman was provided with ample 
opportunity to defend himself and there was absolutely nothing on record even to remotely indicate that principles of 
natural justice were violated by the management. Another plea raised by the workman side was that on the same charge 
earlier one officer was held guilty and was dismissed from service. The management’s answer was that during the 
enquiry against that officer it came to light that the concerned workman was also responsible for the gross misdeed and 
hence he was served a charge-sheet seeking his response. This was also the reason for delayed submission of statement 
of allegation/ charge-sheet. The fact that one officer was earlier held guilty of the same charge, could not be the only 
ground for holding the subsequent charge-sheet against another employee untenable. There was also question of delay. 
So far as delay was concerned Hon’ble Supreme Court in “State of Punjab and others” (supra) held that “how long 
delay is too long” would depend upon the facts and circumstances of each case. In the instant case delay was not 
intentional. Computing from the time of knowledge of the management about the involvement of the workman in the 
misdeed, there did not appear to be inordinate delay. That apart, no prejudice appeared to have been caused to the 
workman. 
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14. In regard to the domestic enquiry No.2 also the workman appeared to have been given ample opportunities to 
defend himself. He duly cross-examined the management witnesses and also examined witness on his behalf. It 
appeared from the evidence of the witnesses in the domestic enquiry No.2 that the charges brought against the 
workman stood proved even after thorough cross-examination of the management witnesses by the workman. It was 
absolutely clear from the materials on record of the aforesaid domestic enquiry that the workman was afforded with 
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses. The enquiry officer also appeared to have arrived at a reasonably correct 
conclusion on the basis of the evidence. Referring to the plea taken by the workman side in respect of proving earlier 
statements of some witnesses regarding the complaint against the concerned workman, learned Sr. Counsel for the 
management submitted that all those witnesses except witness No.2, exhibited their earlier statements during the 
proceeding of the domestic enquiry and the concerned workman had ample opportunities to go through those exhibits/ 
earlier statements and to cross-examine those witnesses. By referring to the records of the proceeding of the second 
domestic enquiry learned Sr. Counsel submitted that factually also it was fully proved that the concerned workman 
directed his subordinates to transfer K.Oil to the tank of Motor Sprit to cover the shortage. He also submitted that the 
workman was also found guilty of issuing delivery challans of petroleum products though there was no physical 
delivery of products outside the depot. All those things happened fully in presence and under active presence and 
instructions of the concerned workman. While concluding his argument the Learned Sr. Counsel for the management 
side submitted that acquittal in a criminal case could not lead to automatic relief from the domestic enquiry. In 
“Baljinder Pal Kaur” (supra) Hon’ble Supreme Court held that acquittal in the criminal case does not 
automatically give the employee a right to be reinstated in service in as much as standard of proof in a criminal case is 
beyond all reasonable doubt but the standard of proof in a departmental proceeding is preponderance of probabilities. 
Learned Sr. Counsel for the management also submitted that there was no violation of principles of natural justice in 
the entire process of the domestic enquiries. He further submitted that nature of misconduct was such that only just 
punishment could be dismissal from service. 

15. During cross-examination M.W. No.l (enquiry officer) stated that he conducted the domestic enquiry on the 
basis of the Certified Standing Order of the Company (Ext-A) as it was applicable in the instant case. He stated that he 
issued notice to the Presenting Officer as well as the charge-sheeted employee to explain their points of view by 
producing evidence, documents etc. He also stated that statements of the witnesses of both the parties were recorded. 
He also admitted that although he did not specifically mention the word “mala fide” in his report in regard to conduct 
of the workman, the statements of the management witnesses clearly disclosed that the workman acted mala fide. It was 
clear from his evidence that the workman cross-examined the management witnesses and also examined his own 
witness. He also admitted that Sri P. C. Das, Dy Manager as well as the in-charge of the Depot was dismissed on the 
similar charges and that the workman acted in collision with him. He denied the suggestion that he conducted the 
enquiry in violation of principles of natural justice. From the evidence of M.W. No.2 it appeared that the second 
domestic enquiry was initiated against the workman on the basis of a preliminary investigation done after receipt of 
complaint from some employees of the depot against the workman. In his cross-examination he stated that the 
workman appealed against the order of punishment to the Senior E.R Manager who was junior in rank to the 
disciplinary authority who ordered the dismissal of the workman. He also stated that the workman was afforded the 
opportunity to submit his representation against the findings of the Enquiry Officer in both the enquiries held against 
him. 

16. On perusal of the materials available on record it did not appear that there was any violation of principles of 
natural justice. The workman was given full opportunity to defend himself. He cross-examined the management 
witnesses during the domestic enquiries and also adduced evidence from his side. Mere fact that the appellate authority 
was junior in rank to the disciplinary authority would not mean that he was directly sub-ordinate to him and was also 
influenced, to the detriment of the workman, to reject the appeal of the workman mechanically. There was 
absolutely no material on records to show that the appellate authority did not apply his mind independently. There was, 
therefore, no substantial denial of the right of appeal. There also appeared no circumstances to show or suggest that the 
workman was prejudiced. 

17. One more point raised by the workman side was that earlier statements of two witnesses, who were not 
examined during the second domestic enquiry, were also brought on record and were considered by the Enquiry Officer 
in reaching conclusion. On examination of the record of the said domestic enquiry it appeared that even if those 
statements were not considered, the remaining evidence on record was enough to arrive at the same conclusion that the 
Enquiry Officer had arrived. In the domestic enquiries the workman was found guilty of gross misconduct and there 
was absolutely no occasion of violation of principles of natural justice in conduct of the domestic enquiries. The 
workman was given full opportunity to defend himself in each and every stage. 

18. Last point required to be examined is whether the punishment of dismissal from service was too harsh vis-a-vis 
the charges proved. The workman was found guilty of causing unlawful manipulation of stock of the petroleum 
products in the depot. In his presence and under direct instructions the shortage of Motor Spirit (Petrol) was made good 
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by adulterating the Motor Spirit with K.Oil. Such adulteration, apart from causing loss to the Company, was also 
potentially dangerous for the end consumers of the Motor Spirit. In the context of the charges which were found to be 
proved against the workman, the punishment of dismissal from service did not appear to be harsh. 

19. In view of the above it is held that the domestic enquiries conducted by the management of IOCL (AOD) 
against the workman were fair and in compliance of the principles of natural justice and the punishment of dismissal 
from service was reasonably justified. As a result the workman is not entitled to any relief. This reference, therefore, 
stands disposed of with a no relief Award. 

Given under the hand and seal of this Tribunal on this 4th day of July, 2018. 

MRINMOY KUMAR BHATTACHARJEE, Presiding Officer 

M f^ft, 18 ^Jli 2018 
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New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1116. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 18/2017) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-2, Delhi now as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Employees State Insurance Corporation and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 16.07.2018. 


[No. L-15011/1/2017-IR (M)] 
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF SHRI AVTAR CHAND DOGRA, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NO.2, ROOM NO. 512, DWARKA COURT COMPLEX, 

SECTOR-10 DWARKA, DELHI-110075 

I.D. NO. 18/17 


Shri Sanjay Kumar Through Shri Banwari Lai 
Authorized representative of Karamkar Ekta Kendra, 

H.NO. 3A /38 , W.E.A , Karol Bagh, 

New Delhi-110005. 

Versus 

The Director General, 

ESIC, Panchdeep Bhawan, 

C.I.G Marg New Delhi. -110002. 

AWARD 

In the present case, a reference was received from the appropriate Government vide letter No.L-15011/1/2017- 
IR(M) dated 25.05.2017 under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Act, for 
adjudication of a dispute, terms of which are as under: 

“Whether the termination of Shri Anjani Shrivastava and 15 Others (as per enclosed) has taken place during the 
pendency of conciliation proceedings or not? If yes , what relief may be given to the workmen concerned?” 

2. In the reference order, the appropriate Government commanded the party/ies raising the dispute to file statement 
of claim, complete with relevant documents, list of reliance and witnesses with this Tribunal within 15 days of receipt 
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of the reference order and to forward a copy of such statement of claim to the opposite parties involved in the dispute. 
Despite directions so given, Claimants opted not to file his claim statement with the Tribunal. 

3. On receipt of the above reference, notice was sent to the claimants as well as the management. Neither the 
postal article sent to the claimant, referred above, was received back nor was it observed by the Tribunal that postal 
services remained affected during the period, referred above. Therefore, every presumption lies in favour of the fact 
that the above notice was served upon the claimant. Despite service of the notice, claimants opted to abstain away from 
the proceedings. No claim statement was filed on their behalf. Thus, it is clear that the claimants are not interested in 
adjudication of the reference on merits. 

4. Since the claimants have neither put appearance nor have they led any evidence so as to prove their cause 
against the management, as such, this Tribunal is left with no choice, except to pass a ‘No Dispute/Claim’ award. Let 
this award be sent to the appropriate Government, as required under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, for 
publication. 

Date: 11 May, 2018 A. C. DOGRA, Presiding Officer 


M Re#, 18 *joTli 2018 

cfiT.3TT. 1117.—afidlPlE fERR arfqfWT, 1947 (1947 ET 14) Et E1E 17 E 3EJ0ET 4 Ee4e TREE 4TEf 
44r 44lT fWT E WEE4 E EEs* FhI'jIeY 3TU; REE e4ekT E #4, 3R]EE 4' f4RE 3tWlPlE fEETE 4 Ewfa 
TERR 3tWlPlE 3#REU/?Er -4I4M4, EEEJT E W (4 e 4 WIT 67/2015) El EETfEE Wt t, El E44 t TREE EE 
17.07.2018 EE WE f3E El 

[4. WT-17012/22/2015-aj^3iR (re)] 
El. E. Rwg, 3R4T EfEE 


New Delhi, the 18th July, 2018 

S.O. 1117. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 67/2015) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Udaipur now as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Life Insurance Corporation of India and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 17.07.2018. 

[No. L-17012/22/2015-IR (M)] 
D. K. HIMANSHU, Under Secy. 

3T4>4eT 

4tTfrf4w RHK 3Tf£l4W u | tr4 srn -A||A||elAl, (TEWR-IET) 

4) d kTM 3lf^EElfl-sft 3ESTR EERIT 

TI7E1I 67/2015 I . T . R. 

4) 'HUHRig f^TcTT dd'lR-R TIE 
Pmk 4 ETE ^d^l, dtRTlei ETS1ETT1, 

Rlcll TTEREFE -ETS-ff 

1. ETTrflE EflEE #1ET RfTE, ElR4 £e4e JERJE, 

£e4e EEETETE, ERE EIETT E. 630 ,"E?RH ETTcfl" 

EET1E *ERT, ReRl 

2. ERcTlil EflEE flET RfTE, eRrJ EERRE, 

E'JTgef EEETelE, 4rfl EEE^T 

3. 4) ETR3T EERRE, ETTrffE EffEE #ET RPTE, 

^llRill EET, EISJERI, Rmt TMTHFE 
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TOrDTOR : 

RFtf R?T TO*R Rt : aft RTTOR TOWIt, TO^RRRT 

DRatFFR R?T TOk Rt : aft TOTRkT -Hl u ^ld, TOkiRRRT 

RRTR 

Rdl^ : 13 vjjd, 2018 

RTTOT TOR Ri TOR f^TFT R?T TO^K^HI TORTTO L-17012/22/2015-IR{M}New Delhi fcRTTO 24.08. 
2015 cTS-TT RRtkfR TOkRJRRT ftRTTO 05.08.2016 Ri RTTO PlMlftbd DRTR s?TO TOFTTeFT TOt TOkrkRfRTsf PT^TR 
Dfr TO - 

"TO RRTOR afTRTR ^rRTO R^W RRTOTO, RKcik R?TRR ffRT kFTR Rttrto RRRTFFT, ktt 
TORRRR-313001 (TOTOTORFT) RR" afTRTR TOFRT RRTOTO, RTTOfFT RffRR ffRT kFTR, RFRlfeill TOR, 
RTTORTTO, TORRTRTO (TOTOTORFT) TO RRtRTOT aft TOhRHsj RRT RRRklR TO TOt RdTch 16.11.2012 
RT RTRT RT RTOTO TOTOt Rft RTO^RT# tRTfftTO t^tTR ^RR f, Rfft R#, eft RTftt fftlTO TORT TO 
3fR TOT Rf RFT TO 6<R9K 1? ?" 

TORT TOTRFT TO RTOR TORT Rift TO TOFTTeFT TO RRTOR TO? R^TTOR fftTOT TOT ^ RFRftftR RTORRTOR 
TOT RtfftTO RTpft fftlft TOT I f^TRT TO RTftt Rft 3flR RT R^R R fftRSft Rft 3flR Rf TOFT ftTO fftTOT TOT I 

RTftt TO TORJRT TOR Ri RTO TORTR ft ^RT TOTO t fo-fchTSft TOTORT 2 ft TORft 3T#TO«T RRRTFFT, 

rttortto ft to; 4 ftftt Riftrokt ^ r^ttot r fftRR to to fftrokFr rrrtfft, torttorto ^ rttor ft fftrofro 30 . 

11.04 ft RTfftft TOR TOTftfftR TOR RTOft ft RTftf TOT TOTORFft RflR TO 85 fftRTO tft; TOTTO Rfft |>R fftRRR fftRT 
RTOT RTTO-RTTO TO RTftf ftt ftRT TORfft RRft RTTcfT R^T I ^RT TOTO RTftf Rft 2004 ft fftTTTO 15.11.2012 RTTO 
fftRSft TOTTOTO ft TOT^RRT RTO I RTftt ft fftRR ft TOftTRRft ft 3TTOTT fftftt R Rftci; TOT4 TORTTO RTTO TOR 
RRTOTeFT R TOftcJ Rtftf RTOT TO RTF? R?T TO^fTORTT RP^T R f^ltf^RT RFFT ^ TORTTO RTTO RTTO TOFTOTR ^ RTF? 3 
TORRT RR^ Rf yjgft TOTOTfeFT TOTTRsTT TORTTO ^ TOR TO RR4 RTR RTRR f^TRTRT ^ TORTTO RTOT eFt 3flR TOsff 
R7T ^R—c^R—TOF tVt R^TTR TOR f^RTTO 16.11.2012 RRT ^RT ^ RRTO TOR f^RT RTTO TOsff TOt RRjef 

TO^rofr ^ to to R-rofr r^t ^tot rtto tosA rt rM r^r rtt4, rktoV rt rtttor toft rtt rtt4 rtrtrt 

RTTO TOsff ^ EDMS RR RTTRT RR4 RRTOR, 2009 RT 3FTRRT, 2010 RTTO DTOT I TOsff ^ fTO TOFTTOeT TOT^ RR 
Rr 4 RRR R?r TORTfM^r ^ DfR I RTrNr TOFTTeFT RTRT TOT^T f^TOT efff TOeTTO ^ DRafT/f^FTR if 5 4 
TO RRTRT TORTTO TOR^T 3 RR4RRT TO^TOfr TOt TOT TORTOFfT RflR TO RR4 TOR R# RRT RTO^RTRTO 

TOT^RR TOT TOFfDfRT &T DtRTR?T TORFTT ^ TOsff ^ TOT^RR f^FTR ^ TORRT DfTT R RTRR-RFFT TO 
ifrfero TOR RT f^FTRR ^ DTOT TO, crf^R RRT^ RTRRJR fsFTT fcfjRft RJRRT IJR ^RRT^ ^ 3TRRTR f^T TOsff RTt 
TOITOT RTOh RTR f^TO I TOsff Rtf^RT TOFTOTT RTOTRTT TO RTTO 5 R*f Rf 3T^TTO 3TR^T RTTO RR4RRT RTO, DTRT 
3F^ RTfJ R TORRTR TO feT^ TORf RHlPld ^ Dfr RTO, crf%R RTRRJR iff TOsff TOt RTOFfl R^t ftfFR | 
DTOft ^ 3T?fTR RT^ TOTTOFFT t DlR^ R^sf VfT Rr4to?T Ri RR RETORT t sfR TOTO iff RF? RR f^RRT t I 
TOaff ^ RJRRT Ri Rfl^TRTO ^ RTRRT f^PRSfr RT RJRRTR R RRRTTRTO RFT, crf^R DRaft ^ RJRRT R RRRTTRTO 
TOTTOTO R^t RTRFf I RTsff TOt TOe?TTO R R^TTR RTO^ R?T f^FTRT ^ R Mr TO^TOfT ^ RR RR RTOFff R^t 
Drof TOT^ ^ ^RT?TR Rf, ^RRT^ RR 3TRRTR f^f f^RT 3#R RTfF^ ^ TOR RTf^TRj TODRTRt/R^ efFTT TOt RR4 
RR RTOT I RTsff ^ TOFl RR4 3TR^T ^ R^H RR^fTO R^f Tf 240 ftR ^ TORTTO RR4 f^RRlf RR TOT^-TOT tTRTR 
TOFfT ^RTR RRTR R?T I DRaft ^ RTsff TOt TO^ ^-TO^R ^ TOf^T ^RH ^ IJRRTTR DfTT RTTO TOTTOT RRTOTO, 
RTRRTRT ^ RRTOTO RRf^TTO RRR^R TOt ^ RTO Ddl'ch 10.09.10 RTf^lRT TOR RTsff RRT TOTRT RR RR f^FJRRT RTR^T 
RR f^T^RR DFTT DlRFf RR toDtr DfTT Dt ^Rf TOR RTRf^TORR I ^TTTOT RT^TR, RT^R TOFT ^TOR^TOT 
TORTOf^ RRIff^FRTR RRR^R RTRFT ^ ^ RT^TR TOTOTO RTf^rfrT RRT ^ RR f^RTTO 21.03.11 3 ^ RTsff TOt 
RTRRTRT ^TTTOT ^ TORTO^ RR^TOfM Ri RFRTO ^ RJRRT Pff^T R?T sft I DrR?T ^ RTsff ^ RTO^RTRR R^t 
^ feFT RTsff ^ Rffrrf^RR TOTO RFft ^ 4IRR^ tRTR RTRRT fM, ^1%R iJRcTTR RTsff RTT ^T Dfr TOTRT TO,TOT 
RTTOTOR# Tf 3#FT TODR TOT RrT RR R^t RR^ 11 RTsff 4 R¥ 35 4 I TORTTO Rt R^ t ^TOTfeT^T TOT f^Rtt 
RTRRTOfT RT TOT^RlRTOT^t RTRTOR ^ RtR^tt R^t f^TeT RTRRft t I ^RTfeFT ^RT RRTO TOT^TO RTT TO^TR R TO^TO 
dtRld Rhil TOFT ^ RRR ^t RTsff RTt ^RT ^T RT^ TOFTT RTf%R ^RT ^T RRTeT RFTR TOFT R?T RFtRT R?T I 

DRatt ^ TOTOt TORTR % RR TOf%R Dfr t f^FTR Ri ^T#R RRTOTO RRT Rf^RT RRTOTO RTT TOTRlf^RTO 
a#TTO RRT Rttf^TR TOR^T ^ fM TORTOTf RRst RRtRRR f^RR TOF^ RR TOf^TRRR t I RTsff TOt RTTORTR RRRTeTR 
^ RTTOR ^T 85 Rdl ^ feT^ RRR RR TORT RT, RTsff ^ ^RT TORR Rlt TORTTO RRTRT f% TOFt RR 2004 ^T 
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15.11.2012 HET kTERTE ETH^TET EEHMH k EEk fkHT k I ETk k 85 fkl kf 3TEfk gk kk k ETU 
3 T|cT?RHcT? HfkE k EHT k EEk fkHT I ETk k Ek 2010-Ilk RcclM Ek k EfETETE chlHlcHH k HUk if 
3TEHTkf HEElkf EE k EE EE 85 fkff k feUT EEsT Hk kkk k 3TEHT HIE 3FH fkHUT Ek k EElfk fE UET 
3TTETH HE fksHT HfHHT EH f^HTET 15.11.2010 E7T kET fcfrqT HElk gf k E?kf iff MULT k fkk kf EEHMH 
k HEHTk EHT k EEk Hk fkHT I ETk k fkkf kf "5TTEHT EHHET k HE k EEk Hk ERTk Hk I ETk k 
HTHkfH EETEE MTHTeTH ETET ETfkT fkkH k HUH 3TTkUH EH EE^H fkHT HT.effkH ETfkfcT ETET 5 k H 
3EJEE Hkf Ufk k EEEH UET EH k fek Hk EIH 0^1 EIET HHT I 3TEcHHE,2005 k E?EUk, 2011 HE? E?f 

HHfk k HEEtH ETk k 3TfkfkEH kfldld, gkfeT, ETEMMM 3TTfk ci|fklk E7T 85 fkl k fek 3TEHTk 

HEETEff EH EE fkgfkl k E^ k I ETk k E?HH ETETEIE U[k t fk HElk 5 Ek HE? EEk fkHT I ETk HTET 
EJHHT k HkEEE k HUH EJHHTE EFft E^ Eft Hk k E^ I ETk HTET Elfku ET Hk ekff E?f EHTk PlH,fkl 

EHR fkk Hk k kr ethh fkk t k Rtsht h hteei 11 ETk k tehee ehh Ek EHTk fknfkr k ek k 

fek HEkel 3TTETE eFTk 11 Elk k ukEE H?el u UE Hk k 240 fkl EEk Hk fkHT 11 Elk Ek HU HHT fkHT 
HHT HT fk 3TESlk EEfHTk HcfT HjkH 1993 k HUH g°fH 3TEHTkf HHaf kf k k f^Elk HETE?f EHTk 
EH EE k^krl Hk UT ETElk, Elk k U^T E?HE k EefH EHTET fk EU kfEETE kET ^ EUT UT HHT Hk 
ElfklE E5E k kET EHE? fkET UT I Elk k ETEk k EffcTET ET EfkET-k 3TTfk kk E?f 3TTE5EEHTT Uk k I 
UETfek ETk EE ETkET EH EsIlRvrl fkk HUT kt ETkET Ek I 

Eik k HEk Ekn k ETukr k eee ee heh eh eehh fkET fkErk fkrk kkEEHT k fkEu kf eh 
fkrk kf 3fiE k hete ^^ete fkET e eetuehth eIhteh k eteh eh ee^h ^e fkEk ETk kkEEHT k 
fkEu kf i Htkt Ek kf 3flE k EfkfkH hehteh uk ehMh eietet eet i 

EEE ESTEEETE kf 3flE k fefkffH EUET k?T ^ HHT kfk[E? EUET k ^kf E^ I EHTEeff EE HEeflEET 

fkET EET I 

HEkf fefkflH EUET k ETk EE Hk t fk ETk kf klE k HEkEH fkUTH k EFE^H k EE^H ElkUT EH 
HHT EECT k EU ETTfkH t fk ETk kf fklk ETEHTE k ETHHTET kffkET k H^k kk E?kHlk k EkfE?H EH 
fkEH EH EE fkETE? 30.11.04 kl 85 fkE k fk^EH fkHT EHT HT HHT ETEH-ETEH EE ETk kf ETHT 3THfk 
2004 k 15.11.2012 HE? HHk HTTk Ek I HUTEHTH fkfk k ^EfHETHET Elk Ek fkETE? 16.11.2012 Ek 
kffklE? 3Ek?T k kHT k ^EH E?E fkET EHT I ETk Hk 2004 k 15.11.2012 HE? eTETHTE H^k kk E?kHlk k 
EH EE 3TEHTk EHT k fklk k HUT EEkEH EUT I UET kfEH HU H^k kjff EkHlk EE ETEEH EEk E?EHT 
HT, ETTH k fklk 3TTfkE k EElk HTET fkEE 3TfkEEfkrf k fkkHTT^EEE HEETEfk k ETTETE eTTk, EEHTdH 
EE Ekk EkH EEk E?ETk, UTkH tHTE E?Ek EE EEk EHHT HT 3flE 3EH feRsffH EEk k EElk HTET EEHTeTH 
k fkHT ETTHT HT I UET EEEE ETk k EHfE? Ek k 240 fkl k EfklEI HEfklH tTEH 3TEHT EEk fkHT I ETk 
HTET EHTE kf E^ kHT3Tf k HHk fklk HTET Hk ETfk kf '^EHTE kf E^, fkElk ETEfkH HEHTkE EHTEeff 
EE HEeTHH t HElk HTET fkk Hk EEk k EEE^T k HTHHE k HTET kf Hk 'gHHTH fkHT EHT t I UET EEEE 
ETT5H k HU T J°fHHT EUf^H t fk fklk HTET ETk kf k)fkl4? 3TTk?T HTET kHT ^EH fkHT EnET 3TtH EH EJ^H 
kfku fkHT mk HHT ETk Ek kHT k HUTeT fkHT ETTk HHT fklfET 16.11.2012 k ETEEH k?H H 3FH eTTE 
EHTE ETETHT ETlk I 

HEEfEH HEk EE HPUE E?Ek f^HTE 3TfkHEHT fklk k HU Hk fkHT t fk ETk ETETEfku HTET 
fklk k EEHfefH k Hk 2004 k 15.11.2012 HE? eFTTHTE EEk Ek fkHT HHT fkk kf EEkUE kf k 240 
fkr HT HElk 3lfkE? EEE Ek fkHT I Elk Ek ElkEHE fk-llk 19.10.2005 Ek 85 fkT k fek 3TE&-1141 ETE k 
fkHEH fkHT EHT HHTHHTH Elk k fklk k HUT fkETE? 15.11.10 k 07.02.11 HE? 85 fkT 3TEH141 ETE k 
EEk fkHT I UET HTHH HElk fk^HT HTEHT EH fklk k EEHTeTH k EEHH fkHT HT I UElk 3MTHT kf 2004 

k 2012 k e?h ETk k fkfkn hetem k ios fkr hh ee 4 fknr fkHEE ■gEHTE fkrk htet nk eh fkHT 

EHT I UET EEEE kf 2004 k 15.11.12 HE? ETk k 4?d 278 fkT fkrk k HUT EEk fkHT HT I fkk kf 
Eik 0 ^ kf k 240 fki ht HEik HfkE? ee 4 Ek fkHT i fkrk E?f ku k ETk E?f kf 2004 k HTH 
ETEH-ETEH EE H^k kk EEfnik kf EEk 3THfk Ek EHTkf Ek I Hfk fkrk HTET EElk 3TE«TTk EEfHTk 

k ee kf HEfk Huk Enk ht HEugR, 2011 Ek ETk fkrk k Hk ettstthfee k fkk eteter eehmh k 

ERHE k 3TEET HTkUE Ek fkHETHT I 3TFf 3TUk HE?f k HU k EIUT t fk ETk ETT fkrk EEHMH ETET 

3iEHTkf kku kf fknfkr eteh uk gE fknkr k huh 85 fkr k fkk fkgEH fkHT eht ht hht fkkf k 

ET#JUE Ek k 240 fkE HT EElk 3lkrE? EEk Ek fkHT I fkrk EEHMH E H^k kkf EEfHTk EE EEk 
EElk EEETfkH fkHT, 3TH: Ek EffkET kE?E kET k EHE? E?Ek k fkk k.fk. kkfkHE kf HTET 25(F) kf 
ETeTET E?EET 3TTEEHE? Ek HT I EEH k EE5H k k ETk HU EEfkT Ek E?E ETEE fk EElk Ek 2004 k 
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2012 fft Fgto ^fr FTtororto to ff w ftortor to ftoFftoro wf ftoFT Ft i tof: FTtof ftt Mr FTtoro 

ff ^siiRvri ftoFT ^sncT i 

oti Fato ftf ftoto Fto Mr to totfto w ftt ffttot to aw ftorw to tor to gw ff w 

TOiaF TO ftotoPTF /F TOFT ftoFFf toWT FFTN t - 

TOTOTTOT ftoFTF to WRT to FT^t tot TO*R to FFgF FTsfFT TOT TO sfR Wlto TWsfF to FT^f ^T?T 3fR TOT 
TOT TOTO FFgF tot t, TOFT FT^t WF#? to TOFTTeTO to 4t F^ TOFto1 TOTO to TOFF TOT to TOFto FTsfFT TOT 
tot gFFFfrf FTTOT fF TO FFTO ftoFT t fto FNcfTF totFF fTFT ftow TOTOTO FTFFTF to ktF7F Fgto M 
TOkrfr to ftorro to to tot ftorfFr 30.11.2004 Fto 85 ftor to fetor Rrjff ftoFT tot to i toft-toft to 
wrtot toro tofRt tot 2004 to 15.11.2012 fft Draft ftf Fwto rotor tofr 1 gro torror to ftfftot tototo 
to to 4 to tot tot iffrttot rot to 16.11.2012 tot totftorFT TOTtoro to tow ffft to Dft tot i 

tofD totftorFT toft to tottfRto to ff tot ffto ftoFT fto toFT tofDt to ton to ftorto tow to 

3Ttoto TOFFT ftotot F^ef FTFt tot TOTOT to I TOT TOTOFT TO F^ef tot to to WTO TO^ TO TOT TOTTOT 
FFTOFT to FT FF to to TO TOFT eft gFtFFTFTO ftoFTFT 16.11.2012 TOT to D FFFT TO fto I to 

TOFtot toft to ff tot fto fto to ftogftor to tow to Draft tofttfft to tor tor TOto fttft to, 

FTTOTFtto D TOTOT to TOTO FTO Fto TOWR 2009 D TOWF, 2010 FFT TO EDMS TO TO4 tot fto TO, 

Fto Draft totofft to wto tof ftoFrto to i to toit toft to ff tot fftft t to rorto ftot fto to 
to 4 to totot to to to to 'grow totRftoto to totto toto tottot ftfftot to ftoff ft toro fto fto 
ftotofto to to fttoto to fttfh iff Draft tow ^ to toro to i 

toro $ ftof ^ to toro? toro t to to to t to tof-i k toto to 85 fto k fto 

3TFTOfr TOTtot k TO to; TOFTFFR k to feTTTO FTO TO FTO FFF 85 fto ftoto 11.01.06 TOT ^ k to 

at i ftoto ii.oi.o6 k fto to to to TOitor ftoto ftf tot ton fto i to toro 3 to to fftto t to 
85 fto to togfto to toft to totM to gro tow ton fto i Fto fto to Fto 7o/-TOrto, Fto 
100/—TOFT, Fto 135/-FFto, Fto 150/- TOTto tofto to f%FTTF to Fto F^FFR toFT FTO I ^FT FFTO 
FTFT TO to TOFF ftoTO FFT fto FFF toTOF FTO FTeF TOtoF toto to 3fk FFF FTOFTto to FTO TO F§F to 
toFK FTOFT t fto TOFto totoTOF to FTOfto TOFto tot Fto TOTcit tot I FWajFF to FTOfto TOFto toft tot I 

toFF totoroF to FFrto ftotstf f€t tor to i to ff to tototo fft ff to toftor ftoto Fto ftoft to i 

TO TO Fto Fto FTFF Fto FTO 3TftoFltol Ft Ft^ toFTOTF to Fto I 3TFf toro to ?to TO tot tofFTF 

ftoT to to tot to 2004 tor 2012 ff to fftf> ftft Fto togtor ff to f? 1 

fto to ftoaft to 3to tor toff to toff ^^ftf ftow f FFtoeTTer fTftff Ft toff toro fft 1 1 
toff ffto ftoarr to toifmf to ftoto tor toft totf tot to to toff ftowr t to tototft fttftt to to fftf 

11.05.2009 to 16.05.2011 FF Flto'Td TOT TO FTO FFF totovTO to TOT to FF TOllRd TOT TO I TOTto FTFF FF 
to TO tot FFTO toFT t to 15.11.10 to 07.02.11 FF 85 tod to fto TOtot toFWtoTO tot FTFFTFT FFFteTF to 

TOTOtot wgto Mr Ftoroto to ff to ftogtor tor to tot i fff ftog^to toto to gto wtot tot tor to tow 

FFFTeTF to TO to>FT FTW tot to tot fto TOFT ?TOto gto tow to ftotot tot FFFteTF to Ftot TOTTOtot 

ffM to ff to totf ft 4 tot ftoFr, FFfto TOito fto gto to tot to 2005 to TO-rotot wgto M Ftoroto to 

FF to FFto ftoFT TO I TOTtot TOFF to FFTO FTFT TO tot FFTFT FFT fto F^sf M Ftodlto to TOT FFto 

toto t to tot FFto FTtot to TOrto ff ftoff to toror ftowr to i ftoro to ffto to to ffto ftowr t fto 

Fto 2009 to 16.05.11 FF TOT FF TO FTTOTOT ^TTW to F|4 to TOT TOT tofTOT Fgto to°ft f4fI^I to FF TO 
toto TTOtot Ftodlto Ftot TO I FTOFT FFFteTF to 85 ftod to feto F^to M f 4M tot ftogftod tot TOTtot tor 
I 85 ftor tot TOFfto tot ftogftor to ftoto ftoft ffftftf to tor 3nto?T TOto to to wto Fto ?wto toto to i 
ftow-ftow tortot Fft ftogftor tog grr Ftow ftoft FFFteTF to ftogftor to Fto, toto ff Ftot tof to Ftot fft 
ftftft to i ftoro to groto ff tot ffto ftoFT to fto ftorfFr 15.11.10 to 07.02.11 fft to f?f to TOFfto to Frtot 

FTOT FFto FTOto FF Ftot FTTOT M to I ?Fto TOeTTFT FTtot FTOT Ffto 3TITRFT Mft to TOF to FFto ftoTFT Ft 
TOFFF Fto gFFR ftoTFT FFT to I TOFTftoTFT FftoFT FFT M to feto TOTTOT FWTFT FTO FFTFT to, TOtofFT TOFfto 

to feito rorto tog ftoto fttfitof to TOgFfto tot TOTtot to 1 ftoro to ffto to ff tot fftft fto ff ff Ftot fft 

FFTFT fto Fto, 2011 to Mf Fto 26 ftod TOITRFT Mft to TOF to TOfto to WRT to FTTTOT FFTFTO F FTOTO 
TOftFTfto FTOTltoro FTTFITOF to TOTeTOT t FT Ftot I 

ftortot Fto tor to grow ffto FFtFronro ftftff to TOFto toff ff to ff ffto ftoFT t fto FTtot Fto 
ftorato ftow to fft TOronto Fgto toto FTtororto to tof to ftorfFr 19.10.2005 to 01.01.2006 fft 85 ftotot to 





4872 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 28, 2018/SRAVANA 6, 1940 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


fcft fftgfftl fft R ftt, Eft 85 Re Ffft fft Jtfcf: REEF FT Eff sff | ETaff ft ftaET TJEET ffER fftEE Rt 
EKft ft TTE ER 15.11.2010 ft 07.02.2011 FR EE ; 85 fffd ft feR 3TTajftt EHEftl ft EF ET <Pl4 (ftdl &TT 
EEft TiMId RTTEft 3TTajftt Pl^fftl W: TETRI fft Eff aft | ETaff 2004 ft 2012 FR cHlldK ftESft ft 
PlftlEd ft dffl 2-TT I Rdlft 19.10.2005 ft 01.01.2006 FR 85 Rd ft fftft cT^TT 15.11.2010 ft 07.02.2011 FR 
85 fffftf ft aifrrf^cpcT Fit ftlff PftRd EF, ffFE 3TTR Eff! RET EET I ETaff ft EjeT 59 Re 3TIE>REE> FfftR 

ft re ft ee4 Reet an Rrtee ftR eefte etft er feRiT an | msff ftt fttr ft ftEftr ft 104 etfft fete 
erR Eft ft, Rmif ft 30 etfft fef steR ft ft, Rmif ETaff Frenftt FERftt ft re ft rte er tft an 1 
ftfft 5 Eft ft 3TfftR 3TEfft RT ftfEff Eff! EFT RETT t, 3TF: RTOJFT ft FTff EEft ft ReEFT ER ETEFT ftR 
fftft t I RT ETEFT ETaff Rt fffft Eft ftFEFTET, ftFE 3TTft RT EEFT Efft t, EfeR fftEft 3EF Rt fffft Eft 
TTTETE ftt Efft ft ftft RTR fftft Eft t I STEft REST EF ft FF ftt EEE fftET t fft REFT ft EtfttftfffR 
FTRR REQJET ft Efft eft REfT aft | 

REF ft FTT EETF ft FF EFTET t fft 3TT-anfft RRnRET EE FTRft TftTTFT Efft FTFT t I 3TTSnftt 
EeRttR ETTIT ft EERaET t ET eR ?TTEE ET7ET ft Riff Refer rRf ReR REFT t I ET7sTT ft 2012 ft 
3TTRTR RffFffftftt E?f EEfftlfft E?R TETFT an FREE ETE £ETE ER RET EFTET t I RER RjTF if F^ft EF 
iff EER fftET t Rl RfE^ R 3EJTTTT ETaft ft ReR TRajH ft REEF 19.10.05 ft 01.01.06 FR 85 Rftf R 

Rrft fr Fan i5.ii.io ft 07.02.li fr 85 Rh RteRf etef 4fe etet Rtet an i ffe> 3tRtRef ftR 
2004 ft 2012 FR RrFT EEft eR RlET an | FtR ^TT STEfft ft 108 Re 3tR[ReF ee4 Rtet an i ijtt 
EEET 2004 ft 15.11.2012 FR Eiaff ft E76T 278 Re R EEft RtET an | FEF 108 Rh EE ErfftREF EEft 
ETTTET EEETeTE ETaiETTT ETTT STEft TFT ET ETaft ft 3TTEftftTR RE ft EEft RtET EET RTTTEE rR fftgRd EF 
E°FeT EEEteTE ft RTft ER gFT an | ^TTTET ft FfftR Eft 3TTEftftTR EEft ft R[ft TTE TTElft t, crfftE 
fft^Rd EF Rift ER EF TTEft 11 3TFt F^ft RTTF ft EF ft EFTET Rl 108 Re EE 3tR[ReF EEft RrT R 
FT EF FTTEft RIEEEft ft eR t I F^T TERR ft EITTET ft rR ftfEft FEeTR eR t I RTTF ft ?TT EEIF ft 
EF ft EER RlET Rl ETaff ETTT FeTE EfR Eft ETFFT ft ftEeT FlftTE ftfftF aft, ETFFT TTTsET 3lfftF eR 
aft, Fft ERtajFT ft Tift ftlET RIETT ftET EFET TTEE eR an, EIFFT EFT RET FEft an | fftEE ft ETTT 

REiEeft et ftft Ref eRtt eR Ret rift t I 

FE EEET ftrftf Eft Eft 3ftr ft ET^F ftlfftlR EE ETFlftR TTTSE ft ?TT ERTE ft EF TftRF RE ft 
TEEft 3TIET t Rl ETaff ftt ReR EEETeTE ETaiETTT RIFT ft ReTR 19.10.05 ft 11.01.06 FR E7R 85 Re ft 
fftft 3TT-enR F^aff Rjft nftdlft ft EE ET ReJ^F R E^ ft Ran ^TT REEft EEEteTE ETTI EER-1 
TEFTTEET EF Rift RlET EET an Fan REftt EEEtRE FTTT Rift 3nft?T ER?t-2 FTTT Elft ftt R^Rf F^af 
ftft EEftrrft ft EE ET Eft E^ ft I FFRFTF Elft ftt ftT ft ftREIT EEEteTE ft EFEE ft fftEEft REE ft 
Eft F^at Rft RftFlft Eft RTRlft fftgRd ^E: FREE ftfftF EFTET EET RlTT ET fftlft E^FR RTEteTE 
ETTT Elft Eft RTF 141 Fdft ftft EEtFlft ft EE REtR 15.11.10 ft 07.02.11 FR ft fel4 RgEF (ftdl 
EET I F?T TERR ft ETft ftt 3TR ft ER?t EER -I EEftEFE Rftft ET TEE ft FTFISTT ER REEft EEEtRE ft 
ET^F fftET t, ftrrrft FTlft ETTT EF ftw ftt e 4 ft fft FtR F^rt ^ ReE ft fftftt EEEteTE ft RT-enft 
EE ET Rft EEft Eft fftET I 

FEF 85—85 Re ft ft ETT Eft 2005—2006 Fan 2010—2011 ft fftft Eft EEft ft TFEF ft ft Fan F^ 

R^fftrftf Rt fftrftt ftt 3ftr ft tReet Rett eet t Fan fh ft ^ft fttt fftft Eft rt 4 ft etef ETaff 

Rt ftFE EE EEFTE ftt fftlftt EEEteTE ETTT fftET EET t, fftrift Eft 2010-11 ft 85 Re Rift fftET EET 
EEFTE ER?t-37 RETEF EE?f-41 ft ETTT fftET RTET EER FTFT t I 

FETTEF 85—85 Re ft ReiTR Eft 2004 ft 2012 ft E?E Eiaff FTTT fftft Eft EEft ft TFEF ft Rt 
fttfftTR EE ETFlftjff TTTEE ?TT EERE ft Rft t, FTR ETaff ftt Rff ft REft ETafET EF E TTT5E ft EF FSE 
EER fftET t fft Eft 2004 ft 16.11.2012 ft E?E FTR fftlftt EEEteTE ft eTETFR EEft fftET an 3flT 85 Re 
ft feR RE ES-TE ETT fft^EF fftET EET an, FTlft EEFTF TTEE—TTEE ET ftR RER ReRt 15.11.2012 FR 
EFft RTftf Tft I ftfftE F?T TERR ft eR ETaff nff fftTF RT REefRE Eft Ft FTlft ?TT F§E Rt TftfEET 
fftET ft fft 11.01.2006 Eft 85 Re Ffft ft EEFTF FTlft ETTT 11.01.06 ft ETE EEft EFft EE Eftft RTft?T 
fftraff ETTT ftR REfft ERft ETEF Eft t I TERR ft ETaff nE EF RS-TE t fft fftlftt FTR 85 Re ft 

feR fftgEF fftd I EET an | ^TT TERR ft FTTEE EF RaiE ft fft fftlftt FTR 85 Re EE ^TT ftFE Rft Rr 
EET an, REft ETE Rftt 70/-TFR, Rftt 100/-TFR, Rftt 135/-TFR E Rfft 150/- REft eR Re ft 
fftRTE ft Rft 'gEFTE ERft ft I F^ft fftEftF fftESff ftt 3TtT ft ERJF EETF EEtFTeTTeT EtFTEF ft FEftt 
RT5E ft EF EEET fftET t fft 85-85 RR ft STeTTR ETaff nft ETTTR EEEteTE ft ETTTR ERRR FTR 3TTajRt 
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mu R mrnfRrm mfRm ft mu R R^d mu mR fRm mm an fRm mum nR nTTum fRmr mm an i 
matt R 108 fRn nn nrfRfRnn nnR fRm nm fRmnn nR funm mu fRm w an i 

$w ?7 wv R zrfe wfiRv i) ww 3Mcfftw wft Ff ^f wtwf mftf wff 3fk ft tmff fwft ww/Jvi 
fdmft mft -15 uft fft 21 . 09.12 ww mftf wft ftfftf wftft WMift ft wmf fft uwwf-i6 ^ wft 
FHlftft ft FTWFT eft WMF ft fftjlft 21.09 WF # FFT wft Odftlw ft ft, MT ^WFTF UTftf ftiUHRft 
wft fftm wft # / ftf sw mftf ftf 3fk ft wfjf wwftf -29 fftftM 02 . 06.2011 ww fftft wwoftw ww 

WTFWT i 07 f 250/-Fft wftWFF WMF Ucftw # / ftf TMFW UWWf-30 fftfM 26.05.11 WF ft 
MlftWFH WMF WTUWY # FMT UWft-34 W 36 MFF: fftlM 31.03.11 W 04.06.11 ft fft # ft fftftf 
ftft-TFT FTF fftftf WFWfeTW ft ftfft fftft ft # / 

matt ft Rru R uufn unR-48 ft nm matt mr [RPiR 13.12.2010 nit nu-anRt nfRm mR 

fRR mR R nneTH nn t 1 nuuf-49 fRntm 05.01.11 matt nm mu fRR mum sift nn nrnuu %, 
nuR-50 RuR 24.01.11 nn fmR un fRm t, fRumn nurnn matt mt fRm nm t nan nuR-51 matt nm 
fRn 10 i 5 .ii.io R 30 .ii.io nm matt nit fRR nR cidn R ^icim nn R 1 umn nmRr 85 fRn R fRR matt 
nil mr-anRt ctRni'Sl R mu R fRunn nmfR ft nmn t 1 nuR-52 fRntm 22.07.11 nn Rnu fRRtm mfR nn 
t nan nuR-53 uRumR mu muR nn t fRunn ■gnmn matt ntr fRnn w t nan nn?t -54 fRnnn 06.05.11 
nn matt nm 1%ir ft nnR nn i 35 /-^nR nn nnnnr fRnn w t l nnnn nn?t -55 

nt gKi ft 2011 R 26 Rn nm sm-anf ^fRn? ft nm n <w4 nmR nnR ft nnnR mnn R 1 

matt nit 3TR R nn?f -47 nnm fftMw RRi^nn nfr fftft nnntem ^ mamm arffR^n nn nn^n fRnn 
j 1 d 1 R, nn mRcI nfR R Rinni nFn^T R matt nim nmRt mnn R nn nnm n^t fRnn nm R fRi R nR fRm 
nnn? R nnew ^nn, nrnf% matt R nmRt mnn n nnm R nn nnm fRnn 1 % nnR-47 RRirnn nn mnmT 
nmRt nrnferfR R t, Rf^nr n^T nR maff fRiR npgmn mfRn nRt nm mm t 1 nam nt nn RRrmn 
nit nRRr nRRt maff nR fRmr mnn mn ft, nn pn fti t nan sRm fRnrnm nfRrmn mnrnT 
cf^R nn wft niRmfr nn ft ntm t mu nn nfRrrnn mR-47 ftft nrfRnnn R mnn ft 

R, nm: nn maff nm mnRd fRim nm nt, nn nan mR mR nRn nRt 1 

nmR niennT fRuatt nR 3 fR R maff nm mm nmR mR R nmrmnn mR mn ~5 nron mR 
mn. - 60 mnn fRR nR R fRnR nR 2005 R 2012 nm maff nm nfRm R mr R fRR nR mrR n maff 
nm mn nm mR nR mnrn ft fRei R1 

nmtnn ntfem n mmRRt mnn ft nmeirmn R nn PTnR R nn mfRn ntm t fR matt mt fRrRt 
Rmrrn nm fRntm 19.10.2005 R 11.01.2006 nm 85 fRnt m fRR narr 15.11.2010 R 07.02.2011 nm 85 fRnt 
R fRR m-auRt n^R RRt mRmR ft m m fR^fRn Rt ft aR nan nR mn mfR nn Rmr nn ■gnrnn 
fRm nm an 1 nmR srmnT ft, 2011 R 26 fRRr ft fRR maff R m-auRt mRmR ft mn R fRmft nm 
nnR term nm 1 nmR nfenm nR 2005 R 2012 R nm maff R nn? fRnt R fRR fRrRt Rmrm R m-auRt 
nfRm ft mn R nnR term nm fRmm nR nnnm rnn fRm nm 1 nn m«jR mm R m mfRn 
ntm R fR fRmm 19.10.2005 R 16.11.2012 R nm [RR 1 Rt mR^nn nR R maff R fRnRt Rmnn R 240 fRn 
nnR ft fRm 1 mn: mt. fR. mfRrfRmr Rt mm 25 (n) R mnn fRntm 16.11.2012 Rt Rm naim nmf R xjR 
maff Rt fRRtn Tjnrn nn m RRmn mfRi Rm fRnsft ft fRR mrom ft an 1 mnrmmi maft RnmfRn 
mt fRrRt nm fRntm 16.11.2012 Rt RmnaTm mnR Rt miRmR RmfRm nR mm Rnn t 1 mn: maff RR 
nnn mR mi mfRmiR ft t 1 

mn: mnr mrnm nm RfRn nRn fRntm 24.08.2015 nan RmtfRn mfR^nm fRntm 05.08.2016 mt 
mnfRr mnR ft Rmn nn nrnm mfRr fRm mm t fR- 

"ynrnn Rtmn nfRn wn mram, nrnfm Rfnn Rm fRm mmnr mmtnm, RR nRm, 
vKn^-313001 (mm-ann) mi Rtmn nnmi mram, nrnfm Rmn Rm fRm, nnnfRm nnn, 
mamm, nrnmmn (mm-ann) nm mRmm R RnmfRn gn nnRRn nn mt fRntm 16.11.2012 
R Rm R naim mR Rt rniRmR RmfRm R mm Rnn t 1 nnfRR matt mtR nnn mR nn 
nrnnrn ft t 1 

Rmn nrnmmar w nnmn mt Rm mR 1 

mwn nun? fR, mrmRm 





4874 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 28, 2018/SRAVANA 6, 1940 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


M 19 IcITf, 2018 

WT.3TT. Ill8.—sffeftfw 14414 srfqfWT, 1947 (1947 44 14) 4171 17 ^ 34J47U 4 7T7447 ^441 44l 

47 WJ7T4 TT47g; Ph 4M4)T 3#R 4)44)10 ^ #4, 3Pj4H 4 3lWlPl4) 14414 4 7T7447 3lWlPl4) 34447141 

I?4 m 'OWIdO 4. 2, iplf ^ 4^17 (7144 7R24T 40/2013) 47t 04)1^14 4# 4, 4l 7174717 47T 19.07.2018 44 W7T 

^311 2TTI 

[71. 441-12012/44/2013-31^3117 (41-1)] 

41. 441. 1w, 31^414 3lf447l4 

New Delhi, the 19th July, 2018 

S.O. 1118. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 40/2013) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of Deautche 
Bank and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 19.07.2018. 

[No. L-12012/44/2013-IR (B-I)] 
B. S. BISHT, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 
PRESENT : M. V. DESHPANDE, Presiding Officer 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2/40 of 2013 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT OF 

DEAUTCHE BANK 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Deautche Bank, 

D.B. House, Haiarimal Somani Marg, 

P. B. 1142 
Mumbai - 400 001. 

AND 

THEIR WORKMEN 

Shri Soran Govind Masis alias Raj an, 

Room No. 524, Babasaheb Ambedkar Nagar, 

T.L. Vaswani Marg, Cuff Parade, Colaba 
Mumbai - 400 005. 

APPEARANCES : 

FOR THE EMPLOYER : Mr. Vinay Menon & 

Ms. Kirti She tty 
Advocates 


FOR THE WORKMEN : S. Z. Choudhary 

Advocate 

Mumbai, dated the 29 th June, 2018. 

AWARD 


1. This is reference made by the Central Government in exercise of powers under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and 
sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 vide Government of India, Ministry of Labour & 
Employment, New Delhi vide its order No. L-12012/44/2013 - IR (B-I) dated 08.07.2013. The terms of reference 
given in the schedule are as follows : 

“Whether Shri Soran Govind Mass Rajan Ex-driver proves that he was employed by the management of 
Deautche Bank Mumbai as a driver ? If so, whether the action of management of Deautche Bank Mumbai in 
terminating the sendees of Shri Soran Govind Masis alias Rajan Ex-driver w.e.f. 15.03.2011 is legal, just and 
proper ? If not, what relief the workman concerned is entitled to ?“ 
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2. After the receipt of the reference, both the parties were served with the notices. 

3. On going through Rozanama it appears that the concerned workman is absent since 6.2.15. After the written 
statement is filed the reference is fixed for filing documents and affidavit of the concerned workman. The concerned 
workman has not remained present. He failed to file affidavit of his evidence. As such the concerned workman has not 
substantiated his claim by adducing cogent evidence. Therefore, the Reference is liable to be rejected for want of 
evidence and accordingly the Reference is rejected. 

ORDER 

Reference is rejected. 

Date: 29.06.2018 


M. V. DESHPANDE, Presiding Officer 

M fc#, 19 2018 

WT.3TT. Ill9. — sftsftfw fTTK srfsrfWT, 1947 (1947 T71 14) T7t T17I 17 ^ SPJOTT 3 ^#4 777T717 
77T# ^ WTcfa T7 7FT5 PHdNchT 37(7 <=b4<=bKT ^ STjpW R sMfw 3 7774717 sMfw 

37fTT7Gl ITcf s%q T. 2, TT W (tM 777^7 4/2007) T71 wfw 47# t, # ^#4 7174717 T71 19.07.2018 

T71 W7T f37I Til 

[77. T^7-41012/15/2006-371^3717 («ft-I)] 
«ft. 7(77. 37^77777 37fe717t 


New Delhi, the 19th July, 2018 

S.O. 1119. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 4/2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. 2, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the management of western Railway 
and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 19.07.2018. 

[No. L-41012/15/2006-IR (B-I)] 
B. S. BISHT, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 
PRESENT : M. V. DESHPANDE, Presiding Officer 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2/4 of 2007 
EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT OF 
WESTERN RAILWAY 

The Divisional Railway Manager (Estt.), 

Western Railway, DRM’s Office, 

Mumbai Central, 

Mumbai - 400 008. 

AND 

THEIR WORKMEN 

The Divisional Secretary, 

Paschim Railway Karamchair Parishad, 

Chapra Building, Near Plaza Cinema, 

Dadar [West], Mumbai - 400 028. 

APPEARANCES: 

FOR THE EMPLOYER : Mr. Abhay Kulkarni, Advocate 

FOR THE WORKMEN : No Appearance 

Mumbai, dated the 11 th June, 2018. 
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AWARD 

1. This is reference made by the Central Government in exercise of powers under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and 
sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 vide Government of India, Ministry of Labour & 
Employment, New Delhi vide its order No. L-41012/15/2006 - IR (B-I) dated 29.12.2006. The terms of reference 
given in the schedule are as follows : 

“Whether the action of the management of Western Railway, Mumbai in not granting the seniority to Shri 
Ramesh Kumar, MLD Driver is justified ? If not, what relief Shri Ramesh Kumar is entitled to ?“ 

2. After the receipt of the reference, both the parties were served with the notices. 

3. On going through Rozanama it appears that the union is absent since long. 

4. Learned advocate for the concerned workman submitted that the concerned workman is expired and his legal 
heirs are not known to him. No any application is filed for bringing legal heirs on record. As such the union has failed 
to produce evidence to substantiate the claim of the concerned workman and hence the reference is liable to rejected 
and accordingly it is rejected. 

ORDER 

Reference is rejected 

Date: 11.06.2018 


M. V. DESHPANDE, Presiding Officer 

M 20 lent 2018 

WT.3TT. 1120.—3jklP|ch 3TMWT, 1947 (1947 PR 14) PRT 17 ^ 3PJ0TU R TTPFK 

M 3TR 3RR -qcj 33^ cR4mI-0 ^ 7RP7TP W, TUTS pHdNcbT 3fp 33^ PRUITT ^ #3, 3PJPH 

r 3klPi+ R tracti 3tk)Pi<h srfcRU rr ?rj -iwidd r. 2 , f^ft w, rru (rM rr^tt 124 / 2014 ) 

R3 wfw RRRt t, # ^#4 RTRRRR R3 30.05.2018 PH 5TO an | 

[RT. T3^T-4201 l/33/2012-3Tr^3TR (^Pj)] 
RUIR Rf#, 3R PH^Icb 


New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1120. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 124/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
M/s. Director General, Doordarshan Kendra, New Delhi & Others and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 30.05.2018. 

[No. L-42011/33/2012-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT No.2, 
DWARKA COURTS COMPLEX : NEW DELHI. 

ID No. 124/2014 


Ashok Kumar 

S/o. Shri Balam Ram 

r/o. 1287, Transist Camp Govindpuri, 

Kalkaji, 

New Delhi 110019 .. .Workman/Petitioner 

Versus 


1 . 


The Director General, 

Doordarshan Kendra, Mandi House, 
New Delhi 110001. 
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2. The Director, 

Delhi Doordarshan, 

Coopernicus Marg, 

Mandi House, Phase-II, 

New Delhi 110001 .. .Management/Respondents 

AWARD 

In the present case, matter was referred to Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court No.2, New Delhi 
vide letter No.L-42011/33/2012-IR(DU) dated 19.07.2012 under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(in short the Act) for adjudication of an industrial dispute, terms of 
which are as under: 

‘Whether the action of the management of Delhi Doordarshan in not regularizing the services of the workman 
Shri Ashok Kumar and instead terminating his services in December, 1999, is illegal and unjustified? If so, 
what relief he is entitled and what directions are necessary in this respect ?’ 

2. Both parties were put to notice and the claimant., Shri Ashok Kumar filed statement of claim. As per the 
averments made in the claim petition, the workman was engaged as a casual staff (Production Artist) since 1-1-1996 
with the Management. This is a second round of litigation and earlier consequent upon his removal from service in 
November, 1999, the workman had moved Hon’ble Central Administrative Tribunal vide O.A. No.2519/1999 seeking 
assignment and regularization on the ground that he was working in Doordarshan for quite long time & had completed 
much more than 240 days of service in a calander year entitling him for regularization under the Scheme of 
Reguliazation of casual artists in Doordarshan dated 17/3/1994. The said O.A. was disposed of vide judgement dated 
11 /12/2000 with following observations :- 

“7. In view of the foregoing discussion, the respondents should consider regularization of the applicants, in 
accordance with the Scheme dated 17/3/1994 and if this is not applicable to them in accordance with the 
Scheme that may be framed by them to regularize casual artists who have been appointed subsequent to 
31.12.1991, on fulfillment of certain conditions stipulated by the Department within three months from the 
date of receipt of a copy of this Order. They also also engage the applicants whenever there is work. 

8 . O.A. is disposed of as above. No costs.” 

Against the aforesaid judgement, the Management preferred Civil Writ Petition No.2589/2001 before Hon’ble 
High Court, which was clubbed alongwith CWP No.319/2001 and other petitions pertaining to employees of All India 
Radio, though the workman was an employee of Doordarshan. Hon’ble High Court decided & allowed the writ 
petitions vide a common judgement dated 13/2/2002. Since AIR & Doordarshan has separate rules & regulations and 
that there was a policy for regularization for the Staff Artists of Doordarshan, whereas AIR had no such policy, the 
workman approached the Hon’ble Supreme Court in SLP (Civil) No. 7954/2002 which was disposed of as withdrawn 
vide order dated 26/4/2002, with liberty to the workman to approach the High Court. Workman preferred a review 
application bearing RA No. 13061/2003 before Hon’ble High Court of Delhi, which was dismissed on the ground of 
delay and hence, the matter was not decided on merits. 

3. It is the case of the workman that regularization of casual employee is a policy decision being taken by the Govt, 
from time to time and pursuant to judgement dated 14/2/1992 passed by Hon’ble Central Administrative Tribunal in 
O.A. No.563/1986 (Anil Kumar Mathur Vs. UOI), the Doordarshan/ Management herein formulated a regularization 
scheme vide OM No.2(3)/86-S.I. dated 9/6/1992 wherein also alleged crucial date i.e.31/12/1991 was insisted upon. 
In other cases bearing OA No.1359.93 (Neeraj Bhanot Vs. UOI) and OA No.1360/93 (LS Rawat Vs. UOI) decided 
vide judgement dated 14/2/1993, Central Administrative Tribunal held that the scheme does not exclude consideration 
of those casual artists who were engaged after 31/12/1991 and that respondents shall consider regularization the 
applicant as Production Assist ant in his turn strictly in terms of unit seniority. In compliance of the aforesaid 
judgement, the workman Neeraj Bhanot was regularized on 25/10/2000, whereas another workman Mr.L.S.Rawat was 
regularized on 26/5/2005. In the wake of aforesaid decisions, the workman herein preferred a representation dated 
2/2/2010 to the Management No.l which is still pending consideration. Hence, prayer has been made that the 
Management be directed to regularize the service of the Workman as Production Assistant w.e.f. 11/12/2000 i.e. the 
date of judgement of Hon’ble CAT with all consequential benefits in terms of law laid down by Hon’ble Delhi High 
Court vide judgement dated 28/1/2004 in CWP No. 2612/20003. 

4. Management has resisted the claim of the Workman and filed written reply, taking preliminary objections that 
the present claim is a misuse of the process of law inasmuch as no cause of action has arisen in favour of the workman 
and that the present claim is hopelessly barred by res-judicata as the Workman has lost battle even upto the level of t he 
Apex Court. On merits, management denied most of the averments contained in the statement of claim. It has been 
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alleged that dispute between the parties has attained finality, inasmuch as the OA No.2519/1999 preferred by the 
workman was disposed of by the Central Administrative Tribunal was disposed of vide order dated 11/12/2000 and the 
said order was set aside by Hon’ble High Court vide common judgement dated 13/2/2002 passed in the writ petitions 
moved by the Management. Thereafter, the Workman filed a SLP which was subsequently withdrawn with liberty to 
move Hon’ble Delhi High Court. Review application filed by the Workman before Hon’ble Delhi High Court was 
dismissed. Prayer has been made for rejection of the statement of claim of the Workman. 

5. On the pleadings of the parties, following issues were framed on 19/06/2013 

1) Whether order dated 11.12.2000 passed by Central Administrative Tribunal operates as res judicata ? 

2) As in terms of reference ? 

6 . The Claimant in support of his case examined himself as W.W.l and tendered his affidavit Ex.WWl/A 
alongwith documents Ex.WWl/1 to WW1/14 

7. On the other hand, the Management in order to rebut the case of the claimant examined two witnesses namely 
Mr. Ram Lai, Administrative Officer working at Doordarshan Kendra, Delhi as MW 1 who tendered his evidence by 
way of affidavit Ex.MWl/A, and Mr. V. Venkatesh, Administrative Officer who also tendered his evidence in the 
form of affidavit Ex.MW2.A. 

8 . I have gone through the evidence adduced on record ad have given my thoughtful consideration to the 
arguments advanced on behalf of the parties 

Issue No. 1 and 2 

9. Both these issues are being taken up together for the purpose of discussion as they can be conveniently disposed 
of. 

10. The doctrine of res judicata as codified in Section 11 of Civil Procedure Code is based on the need of giving a 
finality to judicial decisions. What it says is that once a res is judicata, it shall not be adjudged again. Primarily it 
applies as between past litigation and future litigation. When an issue directly or substantially the same - whether on a 
question of fact or a question of law, has been decided between two parties in one suit or proceeding and the decision 
is final, either because no appeal was taken to a higher court or because the appeal was taken to a higher court or 
because the appeal was dismissed or no appeal lies, neither party will be allowed in a future suit or proceeding between 
the same parties to canvass the matter again. 

11. Issue No.l being legal in nature and the fact that Management in fact has not led any evidence in respect, this 
issue has to be decided in the wake of evidence adduced on record by the workman/claimant herein. It is apparent from 
the record that the workman/claimant had moved Hon’ble Central Administrative Tribunal vide O.A. No.2519/1999 
seeking regularization of his services on the ground that he was working in Doordarshan for quite long time & had 
completed much more than 240 days of service in a calander year entitling him for regularization under the Scheme of 
Regularization of casual artists in Doordarshan dated 17/3/1994. The said O.A. was disposed of vide judgement dated 
11/12/2000, directing the Management to consider regularization of the applicant/claimant, in accordance with the 
Scheme dated 17/3/1994 and if the same is not applicable to them in accordance with the Scheme that may be framed 
by them to regularize casual artists who have been appointed subsequent to 31.12.1991, on fulfillment of certain 
conditions stipulated by the Department within three months from the date of receipt of a copy of the Order. 
Thereafter the Management had moved the Hon’ble High Court vide CWP No.2589/2001, which matter was clubbed 
alongwith CWP No.319/2001 (titled as UOI Vs Anshul Sharma & others) and other such petitions pertaining to 
employees of All India Radio, though the workman was an employee of Doordarshan. Hon’ble High Court decided & 
allowed the writ petitions vide a common judgement dated 13/2/2002. It is not out of place to mention here that the 
decision in the aforesaid CWP No.319/2001 was primarily in respect of employees working as Casual Artists in All 
India Radio, whereas the workman/claimant herein was admittedly had been working as a casual staff (Production 
Artist) since 1-1-1996 in Doordarshan. A perusal of the judgement rendered by the Hon’ble High Court in aforesaid 
CWPs would show that in the said judgement, there is no specific reference to the set of employees of Doordarshan, 
However, the decision given by Hon'ble CAT vide order dated 11/12/2000 was set aside by the Hon’ble High Court 
vide judgement dated 13/2/2002, in the backdrop that petitioners/employees therein were not fulfilling the essential 
conditions of regularization and that there was no scheme of regularization for the employees of All India Radio. It is 
undisputed fact that a scheme vide O.M. No. vide OM No. 2(3)/86.SI, dated 17/3/1994 (Ex. WW1/11) was formulated 
by the Doordarshan (Management herein) and the cut off date as mentioned in the aforesaid scheme is 31/12/1991. 
Since the Hon’ble High Court had clubbed case of the workman/claiman herein viz. the CWP 2589/2001 (titled Union 
of India & others Vs. Ashok Kumar and another) with the CWP No.319/2001 (UOI Vs. Anshul Sharma and others), as 
such common judgement dated 13/2/2002 was rendered by the Hon’ble High Court. As discussed above, a bare perusal 
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of entire judgement of the Hon’ble High Court would show that there is no mention of Casual Production Artists who 
were working in Doordarshan. 

12. It is not out of place to mention here that claimant herein filed Review Application bearing RA No.13061/2003 
before Hon’ble High Court as per direction of Hon’ble Supreme Court in SLP (Civil) No. 7954/2002 but the same was 
dismissed on the ground of delay. Now, the vital question before this Tribunal is as to whether the judgement given 
by Hon’ble CAT operates as res judicata partly. It is clear that in view of the decision of Hon’ble High Court in CWP 
No.319/2001 (UOI Vs. Anshul Sharma & others) and other CWPs, no relief was given to the workman/claimant herein 
and that the judgement dated 11/12/2000 of Hon’ble CAT in OA No. 2519/1999, was set aside by Hon’ble High Court. 
A careful analysis of the same, as discussed above, would show that in fact that there was no regularization scheme in 
respect of the employees of All India Radio, whereas there happened to be a regularization scheme (Ex.WWl/11) in 
respect of employees of Doordarshan. 

13. It is also evident from the record that later on in the matter before Hon’ble High Court in the matter CW 
2612/2003 (CEO Prasar Bharti & others Vs. Lakhpat Singh Rawat), wherein the respondent workman was engaged as 
Casual Production Assistant on 29/2/1992, a similar issued was involved as to whether the workmen appointed after 
31/12/1991 - the date fixed under the scheme for regularization of casual artist, are entitled to be considered for 
regularization, in view of the scheme formulated by the Doordarshan vide OM No. 2(3)/86.SI, dated 17/3/1994. This 
issue was decided in affirmative by holding as under 

“We find that Tribunal in OA 1359/1993 filed by Mr. Neeraj Bhanot had ruled that cut date (31.12.1991) fixed 
in petitioners scheme framed in 1992 was not the ultimate deadline and that those appointed after this date 
were also entitled to consideration for regularization of their services against the remaining vacancies after 
accommodating all those who had been engaged prior to 31.12.1991. Admittedly, this verdict has gone 
unchallenged by the petitioners and it holds the field till date. If that being so, the cut off date fixed in the 
scheme formulated by petitioners has ceased to be the deadline beyond which a person engaged after 
31.12.1991 would be disentitled to be considered for regularization. That being so, there was nothing wrong 
with the Tribunal’s direction asking petitioners to consider the respondent for regularization of his services 
because his right of consideration survived the petitioners deadline and remained intact as a consequence of 
Tribunal verdict in Bhanot’s ase. Therefore, there is no merit in petitioners stand that this respondent was not 
eligible for consideration for regularization under the Scheme. The Tribunal direction to that extent is 
affirmed...:” 

It is thus, clear from the perusal of aforesaid para of the judgement rendered by Hon’ble High Court that the 
Casual Artist who were engaged after cut off date of 31/12/1991 are entitled to be considered for regularization, in view 
of the judement dated 28/1/2004 (Ex.WWl/13) rendered by the Ho’ble High Court, which is subsequent to the 
judgement passed in CWP No.2589/2001 clubbed with CWP No.319./2001 (Union of India Vs. Anshul Sharma and 
others) & others - Ex.WWl/8). 

14. Perusal of judgement Ex.WW/13 in CEO Prasar Bharti Vs. Lakhpat Singh Rawat (supra) would show that in the 
said case also, the Management had taken a specific plea that case of the claimant/workman is not covered by the 
scheme for regularization as he was appointed after the cut off date and this plea was rejected. 

15. Even otherwise, it is settled principle of law that that the judgement so rendered by the Hon’ble High Court is 
binding and applicable to the parties concerned. However, if the question referred/decided in the earlier judgement was 
again agitated before the Hon’ble High Court and the High Court has taken a view different than that in earlier case, 
keeping in view the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, in that eventuality it is the subsequent judgement 
rendered by Hon’ble High Court which will be applicable to the parties. In this regard, reference can be made to the 
judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of State of Uttar Pradesh and others Vs. Arvind Kumar 
Srivastava and others (2015) 1SCC 347 wherein Hon’ble Apex Court while dealing with the question whether the 
benefit of a judgement can be taken by all similarly situated employees who were not party to the Writ Petition, had 
answered the same in affirmative, by observing as under 

“The normal rule is that when a particular set of employees is given relief by the court, all other identically 
situated persons need to be treated alike by extending that benefit. Not doing so would amount to 
discrimination and would be violative of Article 14 of the Constitution. This principle needs to be applied in 
service matters more emphatically as the service jurisprudene evolved by the Supreme Court from time to time 
postulates that all similarly situated persons should be treated similarly. Therefore, the normal rule would be 
that merely because other similarly situated persons did not approach the Court earlier, they are not to be 
treated differently.” 
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Therefore the judgement rendered by Hon’ble High Court in the case of CEO Prasar Bharti Vs. Lakhpat 
Singh Rawat (supra), which is directly in issue relating to the employees working in Doordarshan, would be 
applicable to the parties and benefit of the same can also be taken by similarly situated workman, though 
workman/claimant herein was not party to the Writ Petition in CEO Prasar Bharti Vs. Lakhpat Singh Rawat 
(supra). 

16. It is undisputed fact that workman/claimant was engaged as a casual staff (Production Artist) since 1/1/1996 and 
he worked till December, 1999 when his services were terminated by the Management. Thus, the workman./claimant 
worked for about four years till the date of his termination. The workman/claimant when appeared in the witness box 
as WW1 deposed in his cross examination recorded on 20/8/2015 that he is now working with the Management from 
December, 2003 till date. As per version of the workman/claimant, he had given a representation dated 2/2/2010 to the 
Management for regularization of his services but same is still pending consideration. The witness examined by the 
Management namely MW2 Shri V. Venkatesh, Administrative Officer deposed in his cross examination that the 
judgement in the case of L.S. Rawat still holds the field. 

17. In view of the above it is held that though the case of the workman/claimant herein is partly barred by the 
principle of res judicata as the judgement dated 11/12/2000 given by Hon’ble Central Administrative Tribunal was set 
aside by Hon’ble High Court vide a common judgement dated 13/2/2002, yet due to subsequent pronouncement in 
CEO Prasar Bharti Vs. Lakhpat Singh Rawat (supra), the workman /claimant can not be denied the relief for 
regularization on the basis of parity and equity, inasmuch as other co-workers namely Neeraj Bhanot and Lakhpat 
Singh Rawat have already been granted benefit of regularization by the Management and the decision rendered in the 
case of CEO Prasar Bharti Vs. Lakhpat Singh Rawat (supra) still holds the field. 

18. In the light of aforesaid facts and circumstances, this Tribunal has no hesitation to hold that the action of the 
Management in not regularizing the services of the workman is illegal and unjustified and that the workman is entitled 
to be regularized under the Regularization Scheme dated 9/6/1992. 

19. As a sequel to my aforesaid discussion, I am of the considered view that the ends of justice will meet if the 
Management is directed to regularize the services of the workman/claimant under the Regularization Scheme dated 
9/6/1992 against the vacant posts, from the very date when the services of co-worker immediately next junior to the 
workman/claimant were regularized. The Management is also directed to grant the workman/claimant, all 
consequential/monetary benefits from the very date of his regularization. The Award is passed accordingly. 

Let this award be sent to the appropriate Government, as required under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, for publication. 

Dt. 25.05.2018 


AVTAR CHAND DOGRA, Presiding Officer 

M 20 EJoTli 2018 

WT.3TT. 1121.—fEER eMreR, 1947 (1947 ER 14) Ett RET 17 W' 3EjRRE R i£r)e REER ERfSlET 
fEEPT 3TR TSJF H4M4, M ER WET PR W r4ei(I ET WI7RT ^ RES fWWf EW e4eRR ET #4, 3RJEE 

E 3jWlfw fWR E EEllE TRW 3)WlPlR EfEEEE Ref EE WERE R. 2, fwE ^ REE (Rr4 TM 69/2014) 

ER RERfw ERcfl I, Ef Wfcf TRW ER 10.07.2018 ER WE T|3TT ET| 

[R. EE-4201 l/65/2014-3Ri3TR (Wj)j 

RUft, EE fREETET 


New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1121. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 69/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Personnel & Ministry of Defence, New Delhi and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 10.07.2018. 

[No. L-42011/65/2014-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT No. 2, 

DWARKA COURTS COMPLEX : NEW DELHI 

ID No. 69/2014 


Jagan Lai Chauhan 

s/o. Shri Mubarik Lai Chauhan 

r/o. 35/444, Trilok Puri, 

Delhi 110091 

Through General Secretary, 

All India Central Govt. Canteen Employees Association and 
Canteen Mazdoor Sabha (Regd) 

F-48 Lado Sarai, New Delhi. .. .Workman/Claimant 

Versus 

1) Management of Department of Personnel, 

Govt, of India, through 

The Secretary, Govt, of India, 

North Block, New Delhi 110001 

2) Ministry of Defence, through 

The Joint Secretary (Training & CAO), 

E Block Hutment, 

Dalhousie Road, 

New Delhi 110011. .. .Management/Respondent 

AWARD 

In the present case, matter was referred to Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No.2, 
New Delhi vide letter No.L-42011/65/2014-IR(DU ) dated 17.07.2014 under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and 
sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (in short the Act) for adjudication of an industrial 
dispute, terms of which are as under: 

‘Whether refusal to grant ACP in the scale of Rs. 4000 -6000 to Shri Virender Singh (sic.Jagan Lai Chauhan), 
the workman by the management of Non Statutory Canteen, Ministry of Defence under Joint Secretary 
training and CAO in the tune of Memo No. 3/4/2005-Dir© dated 25.7.2012 is just, fair and legal ? If not what 
relief the workman concerned are entitled to ?” 

2. Both parties were put to notice and the claimant., Shri Jagan Lai Chauhan filed his statement of claim followed 
by amended claim application, with the averments that the workman was appointed as Bear in the pay-scale of 
Rs. 160-275/- in the non statutory canteen under the control of the Management and thereafter he was designated as 
Asstt.Halwai cum Cook to which post he is working w.e.f. 1/5/1989. The Departmental canteen under the DRDO 
recruitment and promotion rules was published on 26/3/1999 and accordingly, in citu promotion 60 bears were granted 
the pay scale of Rs.4000-6000/- in the promotional grade of cook. A demand notice was submitted by the workman 
through the Association for grant of pay scale of Rs.4000-6000/- w.e.f. 9/8/1999 in the case of claimant w.e.f. 2001 but 
the same was not considered by the Management despite the fact that an order dated 14/1/2008 was issued by the 
Department of Personnel that educational qualifications are not required for the grant of ACP for the post of Bear, Tea 
Coffeeneator, Wash Boy etc. The workman has prayed that 1 st ACP in the pay scale of Rs.4000-6000/- and other 
benefits/grade pay of Rs.2400/- may be ordered to be granted to him. 

3. Management resisted the claim of the Workman, by filing written statement wherein preliminary objections 
were taken inter-alia that the claimant has no locus standi to file the claim as there is no industrial dispute between the 
claimant and the Management. It has been objected that there is absolutely no espousal and even the so called espousal 
list has not been provided by the claimant. The demand raised by the claimant is unfounded and devoid of any 
universal character. The statement of claim is wrong and false. The prayer of the claimant does not stand as he was 
appointed as Asstt.Halwai cum cook and not bearer and was given 1 st and 2 nd financial upgradation under the old ACP 
Scheme of the Govt, and so question of denial/refusal of ACP in the scale of Rs.4000-6000/- does not arise. Prayer has 
been made for rejection of the claim petition. 
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4. On the pleadings of the parties, following issues were framed on 22/12/2016 

1) Whether refusal to grant ACP in the scale of 4000-6000/- to Shri Jagar Lai Chauhan, the workman by the 
management of Non Statutory Canteen, Ministry of Defence, under Joint Secretary Training and CAO in 
the tune of memo No.3.4.2005 (c) dated 25/7/2012 is just, fair and legal ? If so, its effect ? 

2) Whether canteen employees who are holders of civil post ad classified as under General Central Service 
Post can seek relief under Industrial Dispute Act ? 

3) Whether the legal and valid espousal was given by the workman ? 

4) To what relief the workman is entitled to and from which date ? 

5. Number of opportunities were granted to the Claimant to lead evidence in support of his claim but he failed to 
adduce any evidence. He even did not enter the witness box either to substantiate the averments made in the claim 
petition or to rebut the case of the Management that the claimant being employed to the managerial post, does not come 
within the ambit of definition of Workman. Perusal of the record shows that neither the claimant nor his Authorised 
Representative participated in the proceedings before the Tribunal since 8/1/2018 onwards, despite the fact that matter 
was adjourned time and again and ultimately this Tribunal vide order dated 2/4/2018 was constrained to reserve the 
matter for passing the award, as it seemed that the claimant was not at all interested to prosecute his claim petition. 

6 . In view of the fact that the claimant has not led any evidence in support of his claim, this Tribunal has no option 
but to pass No Dispute Award in the matter. Since the matter has not been decided on merits, there will be no bar for 
the claimant to file afresh claim petition in accordance with law for adjudication of the controversy in issue or to seek 
any other relief to which he is otherwise entitled to. Award is passed accordingly. 

Let a copy of this Award be sent for publication as required under Section 17 of the Act. 

15.05.2018 


AVTAR CHAND DOGRA, Presiding Officer 

M fe#, 20 2018 

^T.3TT. 1122.—sMfJRF fftRU sftftfftqR, 1947 (1947 R5T 14) Rft RRT 17 ^ SppRq ft iftftftq TTTJTC, RR3JR 
(ftR^fft), fteft Rdldft ftw Oft) fafftfts, dtelHA 3TR 3RT irft ^ ^ ftR5 fftftURFf 3Tft TTR 

4>4<+>kT ^ ftftr, srjsrt ft ftWiPi<b fftru ft rrrr 3#[rrut hft m rrtjc ftr ftqrc 

(ft^ft Tftgqr 53/2014) RR ycbifftd wt t, ft! RRFR RR 18.07.2018 RR WR fSTT RI| 

[ft. RRf-40012/06/2012-3lft3TR (ftftj)] 
Tiftft ftmft rr Pi^ido 


New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1122. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 53/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the HR 
(Network), M/s. Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd., Lucknow & Other and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 18.07.2018. 

[No. L-40012/06/2012-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, HJS, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 53 of 2014 

Between- 

Shri Uma Kant Mishra 
H. NO. 85D, Saryu Colony, 

Pura Gadariya, 

Teliar Ganj, 

Allahabad 
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And 

1. The HR (Network) 

M/s Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd., 

Ilnd Floor, Magnum Plaza, Eldeco Greens, 

Gomti Nagar, 

Lucknow. 

2. Shri R. A Yadav, Area Manager 
M/s Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd. 

Barahai Ka Purwa Shahadganj, 

Faizabad. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Mol, vide notification No. L-40012/06/2012-IR(DU) dated 24/03/2014, has referred the 
following dispute for adjudication to this tribunal. 

2. “Whether the action of the management of Reliance next link (P) Ltd. Subsidiary company of reliance 
communications limited Lucknow in retrenchment of Shri Uma Kant Mishra w.e.f 12.03.2011 is just, fair and 
legal? What relief the workman is entitled to?” 

3. Worker has stated in his claim petition that he was appointed by letter dated 26.12.09 and he joined the service 
of the management on 04.01.10. There was no specific timing of work and the worker has to work about 
24 hours but he was paid only for 8 hours. Sri R. A. Yadav, manager of the company without showing any 
reason telephonically terminated the services of the worker on 12.03.11 and appointed fresh hand in his place. 
Therefore, the action of the company is bad in law and is liable to be set aside. As such it is prayed that the 
worker be reinstated in the service with full back wages and all consequential benefits. 

4. Management has filed written statement denying the claim of the worker and the worker was disengaged by the 
management in a legal and proper manner by complying with the mandatory provisions of the Act and in 
accordance with the terms and conditions of the appointment letter.At the time of termination the worker was 
paid one month’s basic pay i.e. Rs.3875/-. Accordingly the worker is not entitled for any relief. 

5. In the instant case none of the parties have adduced oral or documentary evidence. Burden lies on the worker to 
prove its case and since he failed to discharge his obligation he cannot be held entitled for any relief and the 
claim of the worker is liable to be rejected. 

6 . In view of above it is held that the worker is not entitled for any relief and the reference is decided against him 
for want of proof. 

SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 

M 20 ipii 2018 

eFF.3F. 1123.— sMfJpF fFFTF FflrfFFF, 1947 (1947 FF 14) Fit FTF 17 ^ 3TJFFF F HM, F/F37R 

(FFFF^), TfalFf RdlFF M #TF7 (Ft) dteHA 3JF 3FF FF FTF FT FFFFF FT FF5 3TF FTF 

f4frY FT #F, 3FJFF if sMfFFT fFFU F FTFTR sMfFFT FfFFFF FF FF ^TTFIFTF, FFFJT FT FF1F 

(FF4 F75FT 55/2014) Fit FFFfFF FFcft t, Ft FFFF FF 18.07.2018 FF WF fFT FTI 

[F. FF-40012/07/2012-3Fi37R (FFJ)] 
F% FfFft, FF fFFFFT 


New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1123. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 55/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the HR 
(Network), M/s. Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd., Lucknow & Other and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 18.07.2018. 


[No. L-40012/07/2012-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, HJS, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 55 of 2014 

Between- 

Shri Ram Sahaya, S/o Shri Rajai Pal, 

Village Ramgarh, PO Pure Dhani, 

Dist Pratapgarh, 

Pratapgarh (UP)-230124 

And 

1. The HR (Network) 

M/s Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd. 

II nd Floor , Magnum Plaza, Eldeco Greens, 

Gomti Nagar, 

Lucknow. 

2. Shri Anil Kumar Singh, Area Manager, 

M/s Reliance Next Link (Pvt.) Ltd. 

L-4/A Drmund Road Near Naithani Hospital, 

Civil Lines, 

Allahabad. 


AWARD 

1. Central Government, Mol vide notification no L-40012/07/2012-IR (DU) dated 28/03/2014 has referred the 
following dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal. 

2. ‘Whether the action of the management of reliance next link(P) Ltd. Subsidiary company of reliance 
communications limited Lucknow in retrenchment of Shri Ram Sahaya w.e.f 22.03.2011 is just, fair and legal? 
If not what relief the workman is entitled to? 

3. The case of the worker is that he was appointed by the opposite party by order dated 31.08.04 and prior to his 
appointment he served the Indian Navy. Sri Anil Kumar Singh Manager cluster on 09.03.11 telephonically 
informed the worker to resign his service. Vide his letter sent to the management through registered post he 
sought reasons as to why he was asked to resign the services but instead of showing reasons management with 
effect from 22.03.11 had terminated the services of the worker. The worker has completed 240 days of continuous 
service preceding one calendar year which is in violation of provision of section 25F of Industrial Disputes Act. 
He was also not provided with any notice or notice pay or retrenchment compensation by the management. 
Management has appointed another person in his place thereby breaching the provision of section 25H of the Act. 
Therefore, the whole action of the management is liable to be set aside and the worker is entitled to be reinstated 
in the service of the management with full back wages and all consequential benefits. 

4. Management has filed written statement stating that the present reference is barred by limitation.ker was paid 
notice payment as amount equivalent to three months basic pay under the provisions of Industrial Disputes Act as 
well as per conditions. The worker was appointed by letter dated 03.09.04 and thereafter he was absorbed in the 
service vide letter dated 08.08.08 with effect from 01.04.08. It is also stated that it is the discretion of the 
management to engage or disengage any person and the management has not violated any provision of the Act. 
The worker has willfully accepted the terms and conditions of the appointment letter and he was disengaged in 
terms of condition of appointment and at the time of disengagement the worker was paid Rs. 16,977/- and other 
dues in accordance with the terms of the appointment. Therefore it is prayed that the reference is liable to be 
answered in favor of the management. 

5. In the present case none of the parties have adduced any documentary or oral evidence hence it is clear that it is a 
case of no evidence. Burden lies on the worker to prove his case by adducing proper evidence oral as well as 
documentary but as the worker has failed to discharge his obligation, the reference is bound to be answered 
against the worker and in favor of the management. 

6 . Accordingly reference is decided against the workman holding that he is not entitled for any relief. 


SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1124. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 54/2014) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the HR 
(Network), M/s. Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd., Lucknow & Other and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 18.07.2018. 

[No. L-40012/05/2012-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, HJS, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 
Industrial Dispute No. 54 of 2014 

Between- 

Shri Alok Gupta, 

203D/2A, Mahendra Nagar, 

T.P. Nagar, 

Allahabad 

And 

1. The HR (Network) 

M/s Reliance Next Link (P) Ltd. 

II nd Floor , Magnum Plaza, Eldeco Greens, 

Gomti Nagar, 

Lucknow- 

2. Shri Anil Kumar Singh, Area Manager, 

M/s Reliance Next Link (Pvt.) Ltd. 

L-4/A Drmund Road Near Naithani Hospital, 

Civil Lines, 

Allahabad. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Mol, vide notification no.L-40012/05/2012-IR(DU) dated 28/03/2014, has referred the 
following dispute for adjudication to this tribunal. 

2. “Whether the action of the management of Reliance next link (P) Ltd. Subsidiary company of reliance 
communications limited Lucknow in retrenchment of Shri Alok Gupta w.e.f 12.03.2011 if just, fair and legal? If 
not what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

3. The case of the worker is that he was appointed by the management vide letter dated 21.11.2002 and he joined 
the services on 9.12.2002. Prior to his appointment he was employ of Indian Air Force. His work and conduct 
remained satisfactory. It is stated that Shri Anil Kumar Singh, Cluster manager, telephonically directed to 
submit his resignation. Why he was asked to resign the services reasons were not shown to him. Worker 
continuously worked for 8 years and had completed 240 days of services in each calendar year but at the time of 
his termination management has not complied with the provision of section 25F of the ID act. Thus he has 
prayed for his reinstatement with full back wages. 

4. Management has filed reply denying the entire claim of the workman. It is further stated that worker was paid 3 
months basic pay in lieu of notice period in compliance of section 25F of ID act and also as per terms and 
conditions of appointment letter. The management has not violated the provisions of the act. It is false to allege 
that workman was not paid for notice period. The worker was paid Rs 20,524/- as 3 months basic pay at the time 
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of his termination. It is also alleged that it is discretion of the management to engage or disengage any worker 
and worker has no right to claim reinstatement. It is accordingly prayed that the worker is not entitled for any 
relief and his claim is liable to be dismiss being devoid of merit. 

5. In the present case none of the parties have adduced any documentary or oral evidence hence it is clear that it is 
a case of no evidence. Burden lies on the worker to prove his case by adducing proper evidence oral as well as 
documentary but as the worker has failed to discharge his obligation, the reference is bound to be answered 
against the worker and in favor of the management. 

6 . Accordingly reference is decided against the workman holding that he is not entitled for any relief. 

SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1125. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 85/2011) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Officer Commanding, Field Repair Workshop, Mathura Cantt. and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 18.07.2018. 

[No. L-13012/01/2011-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, HJS, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 85 of 2011 

Between- 

Mool Chand Jatav, son of Narayan Singh Jatav, 

Village & Post Aurangabad, 

Distt. Mathura U.P. 

And 

The Officer Commanding, 

266, Field Repair Workshop (7001 EME, Engg.), 

C/o 56 APO, Mathura Cantt. 

Appearance - 

Sri Radhey Shyam Tiwari, Authorized Representative for the worker 
Sri Abhishal Srivastava, Adv., Auth. Representative for Management 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Mol & Employment vide notification no. L-13012/1/2011-(IR(DU) dated 20.09.2011, has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this tribunal- 

2. Whether the action of the Management of Officer Commanding 266, Field Repair Workshop EME Mathura, in 
terminating the services of Sri Mool Chand Jatav, casual labor w.e.f.31.12.2007 is legal and justified? What 
relief the workman is entitled to? 
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3. Briefly stated facts of the case are that he was appointed by the management on 01.01.90 at M/s 297 
Intermediate Workshop EME Mathura and he was paid Rs.800/- per month by the management from the date of 
his appointment till the date of termination of his service. At the time of appointment he was designated as 
Labor but subsequently he was used to work as Taylor and his pay was also enhanced to Rs. 1200/- . He 
continued to work continuously from the date of his appointment i.e. 01.01.90 to 31.12.07, when he was 
illegally removed from the service of the management. It is further stated that after his dispensation of service he 
represented the matter before Director General on 08.03.08 which was followed by letter dated 12.08.08 and 
09.02.08 but he did not receive any reply from the management. Worker has further stated that during the period 
of his service he was never paid fixed wages by the Military nor reasons thereof was shown to him. The work 
performed by him was of technical, regular and of permanent nature and after him fresh hand was recruited, thus 
the management has breached the provisions of section 25H of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. He rendered 
continuous service for 18 years still he was removed from the service ignoring the fact that the work on which 
he was appointed is still lying with the management. Neither the worker was paid any notice, notice pay nor 
retrenchment compensation at the time of dispensation of his service and that before termination of his service 
entire dues ought to have been paid to him by the management. In this way he was made victim of Unfair Labor 
Practice at the hands of the management, therefore, he has prayed he be reinstated in the service of the 
management w.e.f.31.12.07 with full back wages, continuity of service and all other consequential benefits. Cost 
of the case be also allowed to him. 

4. Management filed its reply wherein by way of preliminary objection it is stated that there was no relationship of 
employer and employee between the management and worker; claimant is not a workman u/s 2(s) of the Act; 
claimant was never on the rolls of the management at any point of time; the management never paid him wages 
within the meaning of definition of “wages” under the Act; the service conditions applicable on the employees 
of management are not applicable on the claimant; the claimant is trying to seek back door entry by way of 
litigation dehorring Government Rules and Policy and lastly that the claimant has no locus standi to justify his 
claim through the provisions of the Act. 

5. On merit, it is pleaded by the management that the claimant was never appointed at any post at any point of time 
by the management. Claimant has not any appointment letter. Workshop of the management is not competent to 
hire or appoint any kind of mazdoor or labor. As the claimant was never appointed by the management question 
of his termination from service does not arise. Management also denied that they ever received any 
representation from the claimant and also that there is no record available with the management regarding his 
working. Management has further submitted that there is a prescribed process and rule regarding employment of 
any person under the management being unit of Indian Army and the claimant was never subjected to such 
recruitment process. It is also denied by the management that they ever appointed any person in place of 
claimant as pleaded by him. The provisions of Industrial Disputes Act are not applicable upon the claimant and 
lastly it is stated by the management that when claimant was neither employed nor his services were terminated 
question of making compliance of the provisions of the Act does not arise. In the end it is prayed that the claim 
of the claimant is liable to be rejected being devoid of merit. 

6 . Claimant has filed rejoinder but nothing new has been asserted therein except confirming the facts of the claim 
petition. 

7. Worker Mool Chand Jatav has examined himself as WW1 and has filed photocopy of representation dated 
6.03.2008 made to Director General paper no. 15/4. Copy of legal notice 15/5 -8, photocopy of certificates paper 
no. 15/9-11 and legal notice under section 80 C.P.C 15/12. He has also filed original certificates 20/2-4. 

8 . Management examined Major Pant as MW1 and has filed original civilian pass register. 

9. 1 have heard parties representatives and have perused the evidence on record. 

10. The reference sent by Ministry is with regard to termination of service of worker Shri Mool Chand Jatav w.e.f. 
31.12.2007. Worker has alleged that he was appointed on 1.01.90 and he was paid wages at Rs 800/per month 
from the date of appointment till date of termination. 

11. Management in reply stated that worker has not been paid wages from the management and there was no 
relationship of employer and employee between the management and worker and he was never appointed by the 
management. 

12. WW1 Mool Chand Jatav has filed his evidence on affidavit supporting his case but in his cross examination he 
has deposed that he was not given any appointment letter and was appointed orally. He was paid wages after 
putting his signature on the register. He was issued gate pass and further stated that every person who enters in 
the premises of management entry to this effect is made in the register but on perusal of civil pass register filed 
by the management, worker has admitted that this register is from 2002-2010 and in this register photos are 
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affixed but his photograph is not affixed in the register nor any entry of worker finds place in the register. He 
has denied the suggestion that the photocopy of certificates paper No. 8/2-4 of the original are filed today are 
forged documents. 

13. Worker has filed 3 certificates. They are not admitted by the management and the management alleged that 
these certificates are forged. Therefore under the circumstances it was duty of the worker to prove the 
certificates by summoning the officers who are alleged to have issued these certificates. In this regard MW1 
Major Pant has stated that the certificates filed by worker was forged and management never employ any casual 
labor on daily wages. He further stated that worker never worked with the management nor was paid any wages. 

14. Besides the most important document is civil pass register which shows that nine person (Civilians) have been 
issued temporary identity card at a time and when any of nine person stops working then his temporary identity 
card and permanent gate pass are destroyed in his presence by burning and a certificate to this effect is placed on 
the civil pass register. It also indicates that no civilian enters in the gate without having temporary identity card 
and gate pass and in this civilian pass register any endorsement of entry of worker and its gate pass does not find 
place which is also admitted by worker himself in his cross examination. 

15. Having considered the above it is concluded that the worker has failed to prove that he was issued any 
appointment letter and he received any wages from the management. 

16. Accordingly it is held that worker has palpably failed to prove his case that he remained in the employment of 
the management w.e.f 1.01.90 to 31.12.2007 and that he received wages from the management, therefore it is 
held that the worker is not entitled for any relief. As such reference is answered against the worker. 

SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1126. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 51/2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Chairman, Army Public School, Jhansi Cantt., Jhansi and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 18.07.2018. 

[No. L-14012/01/2012-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 51 of 2012 

Between- 

Man Singh S/o Late Sri Bhagwan Das, Resident of house No. 316 Dadiya Pura, Shivaji Nagar, Jhansi. 

And 

The Charman, Army Public School, Jhansi Cantt. Jhansi. 

AWARD 


1 . 


Central Government, Mol, vide notification No. L-14012/01/2012-IR (DU) dated 04/07/2012 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. 
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2. ‘Whether the action of the management of Army Public School, Jhansi in terminating the services of Shri Man 
Singh S/o Late Bhagwan Das workman with effect from 07.11.2005 is just fair & legal? If not, what relief the 
workman concerned is entitled to?’ 

3. The case of the worker Man Singh is that after holding interview and after declaring him successful the opposite 
party appointed him at the post of Gardner on casual basis. He was given the status of permanent employee by 
the opposite party on 31.08.2000. It is further alleged that the opposite party terminated the services of the 
worker with effect from 07.11.05 on the ground of deductions in the budgetary provisions granted by the 
Government of India and that the work of gardening has been reduced and also without complying with the 
relevant provisions of the Act, in as-much-as he was not given retrenchment compensation at the time of his 
termination from the service of the opposite party. It is also alleged that the ground of short budget from 
government is a fake excuse and after his termination, 15 persons have been inducted at the same place where 
the worker was working. The termination of the worker was assailed before Central Administrative Tribunal 
Allahabad and the worker was again appointed on 06.01.2006, by the management on the basis of orders of 
Central Administrative, Tribunal Allahabad, but after three months he was again terminated from his services 
without any reason by oral orders. 

4. The worker raised an industrial dispute before ALC©, Jhansi, and during the course of conciliation proceedings 
the representative for the opposite party accepted the working of other workers. The opposite party neither did 
comply with the directions of the authority nor filed the documents called by the worker before the authority, 
but the representative for the opposite party categorically submitted that management is ready to reemploy the 
worker in the service and took the worker with him for providing employment and got prepared a fake affidavit 
to the effect that the worker has received all dues and the worker has no complaint against the opposite party. It 
is also pleaded that the said submission in the affidavit is absolutely false and bogus, but the hard fact remains 
that he was not paid any amount nor the said affidavit was obtained from him on his consent. 

5. The opposite party has deliberately violated the provisions of section 25H of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

6. It has been prayed by the worker that considering the facts and circumstances of the case, he be reinstated in the 
service of the opposite party with attendant benefits of the post. 

7. The worker with his claim petition has filed photocopies of certain documents paper Nos 2/6-37. 

8. The opposite party has filed their reply denying the entire pleadings of the worker. However, in additional 
please it was pleaded that the worker was negligent inefficient, disobedient towards the job and in-spite of 
warning he did not improve, hence his services were dispensed under law. The defendant did not deal with the 
worker and it was the Managing Committee who takes decision to keep servant in a School and that since the 
committee has not been made a party to the present dispute; therefore, dispute suffers from the defect of non 
joinder of necessary party. The worker has filed a fake and false complaint before the authorities at Jhansi and 
the opposite parties were ready to impress the applicant to work honestly and efficiently but the he failed to 
listen their advise and he never made any effort to become a good servant. The worker was asked to appear 
before the opposite party No.2 and apply a fresh for job and the Labor Officer also directed the worker likewise. 
The worker never appeared before the opposite party and was not serious to do job although the opposite parties 
were to help him. It is further alleged by the opposite party that without accepting any liability and without any 
prejudice the opposite party Army School does not come within the purview of Industrial Disputes Act and as 
such is not an Industry. The present claim is not maintainable before this learned Court. 

9. In the end it is pleaded that the present case is devoid of merit and is not maintainable hence is liable to be 
dismissed. 

10. The worker in the present case has filed affidavit in the shape of rejoinder and the second affidavit is to the 
effect for summoning certain documents from the management. 

11. The worker has also filed rejoinder on affidavit but nothing new has been alleged therein except reiterating the 
facts already pleaded in the claim petition. 

12. Worker has also moved application for summoning records from the management which are attendance register 
and payment register, which was allwed by my learned predecessor but management has not filed the 
documents, thereafter, my predecessor vide order dated 19.02.14 has held to draw necessary inference at the 
appropriate stage. 

13. Worker has also filed his evidence on affidavit but none has appeared on behalf of the management to cross 
examine the worker, therefore, opportunity to cross examine the worker was closed. 
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14. Management did not adduce any evidence and is evidence was closed. 

15. I have heard arguments of authorised representative for the worker and during the course of arguments it came 
to the notice of the tribunal that the worker has also filed OA before CAT Allahabad and this tribunal has 
directed the worker to produce the relevant documents pertaining to the OA fled by the worker before CAT. In 
this regard worker has moved an application stating that the file of worker in OA No. 1495/05 Man Singh versus 
UOI has been weeded out and also filed a certificate of CAT Allahabad to this effect. He has also filed an 
affidavit stating these facts on which management was given opportunity to cross examine the worker but no 
cross examination was done by the management. 

16. Worker, however, has filed copy of order of CAT Allahabad dated 14.12.05 and copy of order dated 25.01.08 by 
which the case was finally decided by CAT Allahabad. 

17. Worker has also filed several documents with the claim petition which shall be discussed at the relevant time. 

18. In the affidavit filed in evidence by the worker he himself deposed that after interview he was appointed a casual 
labor in Army School on the post of Orderly/Mali vide order dated 01.07.98 and he was made permanent by 
order dated 31.08.2000, but on 07.11.05 his services were terminated but by order of court he was again taken 
on his work on 02.01.06 and without any reason after taking his services for three months his services were 
again dispensed with orally. The documents filed by the worker along with claim reveals that he was appointed 
by management on the post of Mali in June 98 and his services were extended from time to time and thereafter 
his services were terminated b order dated 07.11.05. The worker has challenged this order before CAT 
Allahabad by filing OA No. 1495 of 2005, and in compliance of the order of CAT management has permitted 
the worker to join the service till final verdicts of CAT is passed. As it reveals from paper No.2/18 filed by the 
worker himself and thereafter CAT vide order dated 25.01.08 has finally decided the case holding that they are 
not inclined to extend the stay orders and directed the respondent to decide the pending representation of worker 
dated 29.10.05. 

19. Thus it is clear that termination of services of worker w.e.f. 07.11.05 were annulled in compliance of order of 
CAT and worker has joined his services again and thereafter as alleged by worker his services were terminated 
after 3 months orally. He reference sent by Central Government in this dispute is regarding termination of the 
services of the worker w.e.f. 07.11.0. In this regard as stated above in compliance of order of CAT worker has 
rejoined the service meaning thereby his termination order dated 07.11.05 has become ineffective and as alleged 
by the worker he was again terminated after three months, the second termination is neither the matter of dispute 
referred by Central Government in the present dispute nor can be decided by this tribunal 

20. Reference is answered accordingly against the worker holding that he is not entitled for any relief pursuant to 
the present reference order. 

SHUBHENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 20th July, 2018 

S.O. 1127. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 55/2017) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Bhubaneswar as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Estate Manager, DRDO, Balasore & Other and their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
17.07.2018. 

[No. L-42025/03/2018-IR (DU)] 
RAJENDRA JOSHI, Dy. Director 
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ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, BHUBANESWAR 
Present: 

Shri B.C. Rath, 

Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 55/2017 

Filed under Section 2-A(2) of the I.D. Act 
Date of Passing Award - 18 th June, 2018 

Between: 

1. The Estate Manager, 

Estate Management Unit, DRDO, 

Chandipur, Balasore, Pin - 756 025 

2. The Proprietor, M/s. Alfa Enterprises, 

At./Po. Chandipur, Dist. Balasore, Pin - 756 025 

3. The Proprietor, M/s. D.P. Services, 

Chandipur, Balasore, Pin - 756 025 

4. The Proprietor, M/s. ACP Services, 

Chandipur, Balasore, Pin - 756 025 ... 1 st Party-Managements 

(And) 

Sk. Nooruddin, 

S/o. Sk. Jalilluddin, At. Khaparapada, 

Po Azimabad, Dist. Balasore, Pin - 756 001 .. .2 nd Party-Petitioner 

Appearances: 

None. ... For the 1 st Party-Managements 

None. ... For the 2 nd Party-Petitioner 

ORDER 

None appears on behalf of the parties on repeated calls. It is seen from the record that after filing of written 
statement by the Managements the applicant 2 nd party is not turning up to receive the copy of the written statements. 
The case is registered under section 2-A(2) of the I.D. Act. It is seen from the record that the applicant-2 nd party is not 
taking any steps for the last two to three adjournments. Hence, there is no alternative than to dismiss the case for 
non-prosecution and default on the part of the applicant 2 nd party. 

Dictated & Corrected by me. 

B. C. RATH, Presiding Officer 
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